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(Concluded from page 263.) 
Reports or CoMMITTEES. 
Rejections on Examination, 
Srr Norman Waker, in presenting the report of the 
Examination Committee, exhibited a number of graphic 
records showing the percentages of rejections in medicine, 
surgery, and midwifery at each of the twenty-three licens- 


-ing bodies. In England and in Scotland the highest percen- 


tages of rejections were in surgery, but in Ireland the 
highest percentage was in medicine. Midwifery. showed 
the lowest percentage of rejections in almost all the bodies, 
and only at Cambridge, where it had to be passed along 
with surgery, did it occupy the top line in the charts 
exhibited. This might be due to the hitherto prevailing 
smaller extent of the midwifery examination or to the 
fact that midwifery covered a smaller field and was more 
easily absorbed by the student than the other two subjects. 
When the Council’s inspector of midwifery, Sir William 
Smyly, made his unfavourable comments on the omission 
of any test of the students’ practical knowledge of this 
subject in many of the final examinations, only eleven of 


_the licensing bodies held an examination in midwifery ; 


seventeen bodies now did so, and of -the six which still 


failed to hold such an examination, the University of 


Aberdeen was making arrangements with this in view, and 
he was also informed that at the University of Liverpool 
arrangements would be made as soon as a projected large 
obstetric hospital in that city was established. He further 
noted that the highest percentage of rejections (in ail 
subjects) occurred among those bodies which were practi- 
cally examining bodies only. This was not surprising, for 
it was difficult—personally he thought it impossible—for the 
class records of the candidates to be taken into considera- 
tion under such circumstances. His committee felt that 


the extent of the utilization of class records should be 


ascertained, and that the bodies should be asked to state 
whether in their examinations ‘class work and class records 
were or were not taken into consideration. He reported 
also that members of his committee had visited the exam- 
inations of various bodies, and had presented some valuable 
reports. It was proposed to continue this visitation. The 


visitors had been received by the bodies with great 
cordiality. 

Dr. J. A. Macponaxp seconded adoption of the report. 

Mr. H. J. Wartne said that the English Conjoint Board 
found some difficulty in adopting the recommendation that 
class records should be taken into consideration because 
the candidates came from such a large number of schools 
and produced certificates given by various teachers which 
varied so widely in their value. Mr. Waring also thought 
that the Council’s inspectors or members of the Council who 
visited the bodies should bear in mind that one of the 
main functions of the Council was to see that the exam- 
inations did not fall below a minimum range. They were 
not justified in going into details as regards the higher 
levels of the examinations; their concern was that none 
of the bodies should come below the minimum, 

The President, Sir Donarp MacAuister, pointed out that 
the Act of 1858 empowered the Council to inquire of each 
body what it did in the examination as a whole; the func- 
tion of the Council was not limited to safeguarding the 
qualification. 

Sir Gzorcr Newman hoped that the inquiry which it was 
now proposed to make with regard to class records would 
be as wide as possible, so that all available information 
might be pooled. 

It was agreed that the extent of the utilization of the 
class records should be ascertained, and that the bodies 
should be asked to state whether in their examinations 
class work and class records were or were not taken into 
consideration. 

Sir Francis Caampneys, speaking with regard to the 
position of midwifery, said that the amount of time spent 
over the examination in midwifery was very much less than 
over the other subjects, and that was a bad thing. 
The time allotted was of the greatest importance. If the 
examiner was limited to ten minutes he could not ask 
more than one or two questions. At Cambridge there was 
an examination of half an hour, which included the oral 
examination and also a practical examination on the 
dummy and so forth, and this might be of a very searching 
character. Midwifery was at present the Cinderella of the 
family. He wanted to know what the Examination Com- 
mittee intended by a clinical examination in midwifery. 
Objections were made against examinations taking place 
during labour, on the ground that it was bad for the 
patient, but for the student to learn his business vaginal 
examinations in the course of labour were absolutely 
necessary. He thought that the Examination Committee 
should devote itself to the question of a precise definition 


_of the clinical examination in midwifery. 


The report was approved. 
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The Diploma in Public Health. 

Sir Jonn Moore, in presenting the report of the Public 
Health Committee, stated that during 1923 the number of 
candidates in the first examination for the diploma in 
Public Health was 442, of whom 287, or 65 per cent., passed. 
For the second and final examinations 398 candidates 
presented themselves, and 296, or 74 per cent., passed. It 
was noteworthy that out of a total of 21 bodies, 19 had 
granted no exemptions during the year; two others gave 
exemptions to seven persons. A communication had been 
received from the War Office asking for the recognition 
of Iraq as a command under the rules for the Public 
Health diploma in connexion with an application by a 
captain in the R.A.M.C. who had served under the personal 
supervision of the deputy assistant director of hygiene at 
the army headquarters at Iraq. The Committee recom- 
mended that this candidate’s application should be acceded 
to, but that the War Office should be informed that the 
Committee could not give a general recognition to Iraq, 
though it would be prepared to consider individual appli- 
cations. The remainder of the report was concerned with 
applications from individuals in exceptional cases and the 
action taken by the Committee in each. 

Sir E. Cozy Biccer seconded the adoption of the report, 
which was agreed to. 


Proposed International Pharmacopoeial Bureau. 

Sir Nestor Trrarp, for the Pharmacopoeial Committee, 
summarized certain correspondence from the Privy Council 
relating to a proposal from Belgium to establish an 
international pharmacopoeial bureau and to hold an inter- 
national conference in Brussels in 1925 to consider the 
matter. He recalled that at the first Brussels conference 
for the unification in national Pharmacopoeias of the 
strength and other values of preparations of potent drugs, 
the British Government was represented by two delegates— 
one the chairman of the Public Health Committee of the 
General Medical Council and the other an official in the 
Indian Service. The provisional agenda of the proposed 
conference included the reconsideration of the resolutions 
of 1902, and therefore it appeared to be desirable that 
this country should again be represented. The suggestion 
with regard to the establishment of the bureau would 
require mature consideration before it was adopted, and 
the Committee recommended that the Privy Council should 
be informed that the Council would be willing to nominate 
suitable delegates to the conference on the understanding 
that they were not empowered to bind the Government 
or the Council to accept such conclusions as the conference 
might arrive at, but only to report these for subsequent 
consideration by the British authorities. The programme 
of the conference included the unification of the form of 
other potent drugs than those dealt with at the last con- 
ference, the unification of arsenic and bismuth medica- 
ments, the possibility of unifying the methods of chemical 
dosage of certain medicaments and of bringing into use 
methods of biological dosage and unifying them, the unifi- 
cation of maximum doses, the adoption of particular con- 
tainers so as to distinguish medicaments designed for 
external from those designed for internal use, and the 
international control of the commerce in anaesthetics. 


Sir Joun Moore seconded the report with its embodied 


recommendations, and this was adopted. 


The Finance of the Council. 

Mr. Warina, the Senior Treasurer, reported that the 
income of the General and Branch Councils for 1623 was 
£16,997, and the expenditure £10,819. The receipts of the 
Branches from registration fees showed-an increase in 
England of £1,447, in Scotland of £1,335, and in Ireland 
of £239. The total number of registrations, excluding 
foreign and colonial, was 2,235, a figure not likely to be 
repeated. The fees for the registration of additional 
qualifications were also on a high level, and amounted to 
very much more than used to be received a few years ago. 
The end of what might be regarded as the post-war period 
of medical registration was now in sight, and it must be 
anticipated that before long the accounts would be less 
satisfactory than at present. 


The Licence of the Dominion Medical Council of Canada, 

The Executive Committee reported that it had had under 
consideration the question of the recognition of the licence 
of the Dominion Medical Council, and a legal opinion had 
been obtained that this could be done. After communi- 
cating with the various provinces the resolutions recognizing 
registration therein had been amended. Arrangements 
had not yet been concluded with Quebec. The report set 
out the precise conditions for the recognition of the licence 
or membership of the College, Council, or Medical Board, 


‘as the case might be, in Alberta, Manitoba, New Bruns- 


wick, Nova Scotia, Ontario, and Prince Edward Island. 


The Preliminary Examination for the Dental Diploma. 

Dr. J. Y. Mackay, Chairman of the Education Committee, 
said that the report of his Committee was limited to certain 
resolutions relating to the recognition of specified teaching insti- 
tutions and examinations, and to a statement with regard to 
the raising of the standard of the preliminary examination for 
the dental diploma. The British Dental Association had 
written to suggest that there was reason to believe that the 
decrease in the number of students entering upon the course 
for the diploma was due in part ‘to the raising of the standard 
of the preliminary examination, and that on account of the 
suddenness with which the new regulations were applied the 
teachers of the schools which prepared boys for such examina- 
tions were unable at once to rearrange their courses of study 
to meet the new conditions. The association stated that it 
was supported in this opinion by the deans of many of the 
dental schools, but Dr. Mackay thought that the association 
had been misinformed in this respect, because, as the result of 
inquiries made by the Dental Board, ten schools desired that 
the new regulations should remain in force, and only five were 
in favour of a temporary suspension. The British Dental 
Association, while strongly supporting the view that equal 
conditions should ‘prevail for entrance into the medical and 
into the dental course of professional study, asked that the 
operation of the new regulations, so far as they applied to the 
preliminary examination, might be postponed for two or three 
years, and urged the present position of the dental profession 
as an argument in favour of this course. The Education Com- 
mittee, however, was of opinion that sufficient time had not 
elapsed for any judgement to be formed as to the effect of the 
new regulations upon the entry of students, and it could not 
recommend any alteration at present. He moved the approval 
of the report and its resolutions, and this was seconded by 
Sir James Hopspon, and agreed to. 


Dental Education and Examination. 

Sir James Hopspon presented the report of the Dental 
Education and Examination Committee, which dealt with 
various matters connected with overseas qualifications.’ A com- 
munication had been received from Dalhousie University 
(Canada) asking for the recognition of its degree of D.D.S. 
The university was asked to supply detailed information as to 
the nature of its curriculum and professional examination, but 
on these being received it was found that the instruction in 
general subjects did not appear to meet the requirements of 
the Council, and therefore the Committee recommended that 
the application be not acceded to. He stated that the Director- 
General of the Medical Department of the Royal Navy had 
supplied a return of the examination held in March for com- 
missions in the dental service of the navy, but permission to 
publish this table had been withdrawn, as it was considered that 
such publication might deter candidates from presenting them- 
selves for participation in future competitions for commissions 
as naval dental officers. 


Trish Free Strate. 

The PreEsIDENT made a communication to the Council on the 
subject of the Irish Free State, to which he had alluded in his 
address from the chair. The communication was made in 
camera. 

ELectTion or CoMMITTEES. 
_ The following Committees were elected : 

Business Committce.—Sir Norman Walker (chairman), Sir Francis 
aan” Dr. Macdonald, Dr. Magennis, and the President (ex 
Officio). 

"Dental Education and Examination Committce.—Sir_ James 
Hodsdon (chairman), Mr. Dolamore, Mr. Gilmour, Mr. Waring, 
Mr. Guy, Sir Arthur Chance, and the President (cx officio). 

Finance Committee Mr. Waring (chairman), Sir George 
Newman, Sir James Hodsdon, Sir Arthur Chance, and _ the 
President (ex officio). 


Pharmacopoeia’ Committee.—The President (chairman), Dr. 


Caton, Sir S. Russell-Wells, Sir Nestor Tirard, Dr. Wild, Dr. 
, matthew Hay, Sir Norman Walker, Dr. Kidd, and Sir John Moore. 
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Penal Cases Committee.—Dr. Macdonald, Sir Norman Walker, 
Sir Francis Champneys, Sir Arthur Chance, and the President 
(ex officio). 

Executive Committee.—The President (ex-officio), Sir Gilbert 
Barling, Dr. Macdonald, Sir George Newman, Mr. Waring, Sir 
James Hodsdon, Sir Norman Walker, Sir Arthur Chance, and Sir 
John Moore. 

Dental Executive Committee.—All the above members of the 
Executive Committee with the addition of Dr. Dolamore. 


Dental Board. 


The Council appointed three members of the Dental Board, 
one member from each of the Branch Councils. Those 
appointed were Mr. Waring, Sir James Hodsdon, and Mr. 
Sinclair. The last named was appointed in place of Sir Arthur 
Chance, who desired to retire. 


DISCIPLINARY CASES. 
Alleged Professional Relationship at Time of Adultery. 

The Council considered on May 27th the case of Charles Russell 
Corfield, registered as of Chorlton-on-Medlock, Manchester, 
who was summoned on the charge that, being a registered medical 
practitioner, he committed adultery with a married woman, with 
whom he stood in professional relationship, of which adultery he 
had been found guilty by the decree of the Divorce Division in a 
case in which he was co-respondent. 

Mr. Harper, solicitor to the Council, said that this case was 
down for hearing at the previous November session, but owing 
to the notice having been returned by the Dead Letter Office it 
had been adjourned until May. He had had some difficulty in 
tracing Dr. Corfield because he had not informed the Registrar 
of his change of address. The divorce suit was undefended, and 
Dr. Corfield was not present at the hearing in the Divorce Court, 
nor was he represented. His answer to the present charge was 
that professional relationship had ceased before misconduct took 
place. If the interval had been a matter of years that would be 
a valid defence, but apparently only a month or two separated the 
termination of professional relationship from the date of the 
admitted act of adultery, and it was difficult to believe that adul- 
terous intercourse did not take place while professional relationship 
still existed. 

Dr. Corfield, who was defended by Mr. A. M. Lyons, went into 
the witness-box and stated that he first made the uaintance of 
the lady in question while he was in practice in Cheshire. She 
became a patient of his owing to acute ovarian trouble with 
pregnancy. acute was the trouble that he called in another 
doctor, on whose advice an operation was performed. For financial 
reasons, entirely unconnected with the present charge, he left 
Cheshire and disposed of his practice in August, 1921, and entered 
the School of Tropical Medicine at Liverpool. His last attendance 
upon the lady was on July 22nd. In November of that year he 
took a holiday in London and there, entirely by accident, he met 
the lady at a railway station, and subsequently an act—the first 
and last—of adulterous intercourse took place. He row held the 
position of medical officer to a friendly society, and he produced 
testimonials given by other practitioners with whom he was in 
association and to whom he had related the whole of the 
circumstances. 

Mr. Lyons said that, greatly as Dr. Corfield deplored the single 
act of misconduct, which he frankly admitted, he steadfastly main- 
tained that it did not happen at the time when there was pro- 
fessional relationship, and that indeed, owing to circumstances, 
which he described, connected with the operation on the lady, 
there could have been no such misconduct while professional rela- 
tionship existed. The body for which he was medical officer had, 
after hearing the whole case, passed a vote of confidence in him, 
and subsequently raised his salary, and appointed him to a higher 
position which had become vacant. Dr. Corfield had done three 
years’ war service in Africa. 

Mr. Harper said that the statement in the Divorce Court was that 
Dr. Corfield was the lady’s medical attendant in September of the 
year; but, of course, as the case was not defended, there was no 
qocteny for Dr. Corfield to rebut that statement. Mr. Lyons 
also stated, on behalf of Dr. Corfield, that he had had no intention 
whatever of evading the service of notice. Although he had omitted 
to inform the Registrar of change of his address, he had in fact 
been in communication with the Registrar on other matters, 
and his address could at once have been ascertained from that 
correspondence. 

After deliberation by the Council in private, the Presipent 
announced its decision as follows : 


Mr. Corfield: I have to announce that the facts alleged against you in 
of Inquiry have not been proved, and the sccordingly 
Misleading Declaration. 

Bryan as § Sharp, registered as of Rupert Street, London, 
W., was char, with having, on the application of a lady for a 
pesparts made a declaration that he could from his personal 

nowledge of her vouch her as a fit and proper person to receive 
a | ort, when in fact he had no previous knowledge of the 
lady. The case was reported to the Council by the Director of 
te 

r. Sharp was defen r. Oswald Hempson, 
the Medical Defence Union. 
_ Mr. P. C. Holloway, an official in the Passport Office, said that 
in February last an application for a passport was received from 
a Miss Sher, but as she stated that she had resided in Manchester 
until a week previously the official questioned the declaration made 


“from personal knowledge ’”’ by a London doctor. On telephoning 
to Dr. Sharp, the doctor told him quite frankly that he had never 
met the lady until that day or the day before, and, in reply to 
further questions, said that he regretted signing the recommenda- 
tion, and asked that it might considered as cancelled. It 
appeared, according to the lady’s statement, that she had paid 
him a fee of five shillings for signing the document. The Passport 
Office expected those who recommended applicants for passports 
to have had personal knowledge of them for some period like 
eighteen months or two years. In answer to the President, he 
said that the reason why it was stated that the persons recom- 
mending applicants should be either justices of the peace, clergy- 
men, medical men, or lawyers, was because reference books con- 
taining the names of all such persons were immediately available, 
and they could be easily traced and their recommendations verified, 

The Pkresipent pointed out that the Council had inserted a 
Warning Notice in the Medical Register in 1911 with regard to 
on passporis. 

r. Sharp, in the witness-box, said that the lady concerned 
called to see him, and after a short conversation, during which he 
questioned her as to the statements in her declaration, he signed 
the recommendation. He expressed great regret for his careless- 
ness in the matter. Asked by the Presmpent why he charged a 
fee of five shillings, he said that was for his signature and the 
time he spent over the matter; he agreed that he did not in an 
sense give a medical certificate. Mr. Hempson pleaded, on behalf 
of Dr. Sharp, that he was a young man in his profession, and 
stili younger in general practice. 

After private deliberation the Council found that the certificate 
had been given in a lax and careless manner, and stated that it 
regarded laxity in the giving of certificates as a grave matter and 
worthy of censure; but having regard to the warning the respon- 
dent had received during the course of the pioceedings, and his 
assurance as to his conduct in the future, it did not see fit to 
direct the Registrar to erase his name. 


Misleading Certification. 

The case of John Christie Forbes, registered as of Mayfield 
Road, Edinburgh, judgement in which was peroe from last 
session (SuppLEMENT, December 15th, 1923, p. 273), was taken next. 
It was proved at the previous hearing that the respondent had 
allowed certificates to be issued in his name in a lax and careless 
manner. 

Mr. Harper, solicitor to the Council, said that Dr. Forbes had 
furnished him with the names of some of his professional brethren 
who might testify as to his character and conduct in the interval, 
but in most cases they were unable so to testify because, owing 
to Dr. Forbes’s removal from Edinburgh to Musselburgh and the 
cessation of his National Insurance practice as a result of an 
inquiry into the same circumstances, he had not had occasion to 
come in contact with other medical men. 

Dr. Forbes stated that his practice had been almost entirely 
an insurance practice, and as a result of his removal from the 
panel he had had to move his residence and so he had had little 
opportunity of professional consultation during the last six months. 

After the Council had deliberated in private the Presment 
announced that in view of the explanations which Dr. Forbes had 
offered and the evidence he had tendered as to his conduct in the 
interval, the Council had not seen fit to direct the Registrar to 
erase his name. 


On May 28th the Council considered the case of Nowroji 
Merwanji Tarachand, registered as of Mansfield, Nottingham, who 
was charged with having signed, in anticipation of his holiday, a 
number of intermediate certificates of incapacity for work for 
eight insured persons on his list, the certificates stating that he 
had examined those persons on certain dates, whereas on those 
dates he was in fact away on holiday. He was also charged with 
having, on his return from holiday, antedated a first certificate 
and notice of sickness, which stated that he had examined the 
patient on one of the holiday dates. 

Mr. Harper, solicitor to the Council, read extracts from the 
report of the committee set up by the Ministry of Health to 
inquire into Dr. Tarachand’s conduct as an insurance practitioner, 
The result of that inquiry, which included certain other matters 
not relevant to the Council’s consideration, was that Dr. Tara- 
chand was removed from the panel. Dr. Tarachand admitted 
that the certificates were not given on the dates which they bore. 
He left Mansfield for a short holiday on August 4th last, his 
house and consulting rooms at Mansfield were closed for a few 
following days, and no proper arrangement appeared to have been 
made by him for his insured patients. 

Dr. Tarachand, in evidence, admitted a slight irregularity. All 
the patients to whom the certificates were given, however, were 
suffering from chronic illnesses which would certainly continue 
until his return; they were cases which it was not necessary 
to examine every week. The antedating was done in the interest 
of the insured person, that he might not be deprived of benefit 
from a certain date. It was not true that he had made no 
provision for his cases during his absence. He arranged with the 
medical officer of health to see any cases, though it would not have 

n regular for this gentleman, as. a full-time officer, to give 
certificates. In reply to questions, he said that he had had more 
than 1,600 persons on his list. A special intermediate certificate 
was available in every case where the sickness had lasted more 
than a month (as in these eight cases) and this would have carried 
over the period, but he could not lay his hands on the special 
certificates. 

Mr. Huntsman, solicitor, urged on Dr. Tarachand’s behalf that 
his intention was — even though he took a course which 
could not be justifie 


— 
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The Presipent afterwards announced the decision of the Council 
as follows: , 

Mr. Tarachand: I have to inform you that the Council have given 
very careful consideration to the charges brought against you and to 
the evidence produced in support of them. ‘They have found that the 
facts alleged against you have been proved to their satisfaction; that 
the certificates in question were given in a lax and careless manner, 
and were in effect untrue, misleading, and improper. The Council 
regard laxity in the giving of such certificates as a grave matter, 
which might result in consequences injurious to the insured person and 

others, and is worthy of severe censure. But that in order that 
may have time to reconsider your position in that regard, they 
ave decided to postpone pronouncing judgement until the session of 
the Council in May, 1925, when you will be called upon to appear before 
the Council once more. You will be required before that date to send 
to the Registrar the names of two or three of your professional brethren 
who will = prepared to testify as to your character and conduct in the 
interval. You will, in due course, receive a formal written intimation 
of this decision, and of the date when you will be required to attend 

again. 

Drunkenness. 

The Council considered the case of Trevor Owen Williams, 
registered as of Ullet Road, Liverpool. This case was first heard 
in November, 1922, when the Council found that the respondent 
‘had, after court martial, been dismissed from the Royal Army 
Medical Corps for drunkenness whilst on active service, that he 
had been reprimanded by a judge of assize for being drunk in the 
witness-box, and that he had been convicted at the police-court 
of being drunk and disorderly. Judgement was postponed for one 

ear; and at the expiration of that period it was reported that 

r. Williams had in the meantime placed himself under the care 
of the Salvation Army, whose officers believed that a further 
period of probation would be desirable. The Council thereupon 
again adjourned the case (SuppLemMENT, December 8th, 1923, p. 

The respondent now appeared, and it was stated on his behalf 
that he had left the care of the Salvation Army. He had not 
entirely refrained from drink, because he had come to see that to 
do so would be prejudicial to him, and he regretted this because 
it meant the breaking of his promise to the Council to abstain 
from drink for the rest of his life. He had not been in practice 
at-any time during the past year. A letter was read from the 
Salvation Army stating that the respondent would not agree to 
the conditions urged upon him by those in — of the hostel. 
The respondent, at the invitation of the President. to make a 
statement to the Council before it proceeded to pronounce judge- 
ment, replied that he had nothing at all to say. 

The Presipent, after the Council had deliberated in private, 
announced its judgement as follows: 

Mr. Williams: I have to inform you that you have been proved to 
have been convicted of the misdemeanours alleged against you in the 
Notice of Inquiry, and that the Registrar has been directed to erase 
your name from the Medical Register. 


Misdemeanour. 

The next case was that of Shridhar Bheekajee Gadgil, registered 
as of Mhow, India, who was summoned on the charge that he 
had been convicted at a London police-court of insulting behaviour 
and fined forty shillings and two guineas costs, or eleven days’ 
imprisonment. 

r. Gadgil did not appear, and it was stated that he was in 
India. Mr. O. Hempson, who had been instructed by cable, said 
that Dr. Gadgil went to India before any notice was received by 

m from the Council. Had he realized that this was a matter of 
which the Council might take i. he would have taken the 
potice-court conviction to appeal. He was a.man of great pro- 
essional attainments, with a distinguished war record. The con- 
viction was admitted, and he could only bring evidence as to 
character. 

Mr, Thomas, a member of the Islington Board of Guardians, said 
that Dr. Gadgil was deputy superintendent of the infirmary at the 
time the alleged offence took place. Professionally he was “ one 
of the best,” and it was a great loss to the poor of Islington when, 

consequence of the conviction, he had to give up the post. 

The Council found the conviction proved, but postponed judge- 
ment until May next, when the respondent would be required to 
attend personally before the Council. 

Covering.” 

The Council then considered the case of Henry Love, registered 
as of Mitcham, Surrey, who was charged with having, by his 
countenance or assistance, knowingly enabled two women not 
certified under the Midwives Acts to attend women in childbirth, 
and another woman not entitled to practise midwifery in the 
county of Surrey also to attend women in childbirth, under cover: 
or pretence that the patients were attended or to be attended by 
him or by one of these women under his direction, and that in 
some of these cases mh cer maternity benefit certificates and 
gave notifications of birth, thereby enabling each of them to 
Joseph Cates, M.O-H. to the Surrey 

r. Joseph Cates, M.O.H. to the Surrey County Council, whi 
made the complaint, said that in October of last, year it came ° 
the knowledge of his Council that in the Mitcham area of Surre 
certain women were practising as midwives when not entitled to 
do so, and it appeared that these women were being assisted in 
their illegal practices by Dr. Love. One of the women concerned 
had been certified, but had had her certificate cancelled at her own 
request because she found herself unable to comply with the rules 
of the Central Midwives Board. Another of them, although cer- 
tified, was not entitled to practise because she had not given 
notice to practise to the local supervising authority, and had in 
fact given notice of her intention not to practise, though she had 
not asked for her name to be removed from the roll. Eight cases 
were brought forward in which Dr. Love had been associated with 


one or other of these women, and in only one of these cases wag 
there any direct engagement of Dr. Love by the prospective patient 
at the time of the confinement. If there was an engagement in 
the other cases it was an arrangement made between the women 
themselves and Dr. Love. In each of the eight cases one of the 
unqualified women was at the birth and conducted the labour, and 
Dr. Love was not present, though he came afterwards, in some 
cases several hours afterwards. In no case did he pay more than 
one visit, but in each case he notified the birth, and in each case 
in which it was necessary to do so he filled in the insurance cer- 
tificate. The handywomen were in each case paid twenty or 
twenty-five shillings, and Dr. Love for his single visit was paid 
five shillings. 

Several of the patients then gave evidence to the effect that they 
engaged the handywoman, who called in Dr. Love after the child 
was born, and that Dr. Love paid one visit, and left word that he 
was to be sent for again if needed. One of the handywomen also 
gave evidence that she had been attending women in their confine- 
ments for nearly thirty years. Dr. Love had agreed to attend 
when he was sent for by her. He had complained to her on one 
occasion that he had not been sent for earlier. There was no * 
arrangement with the doctor that he was not to be troubled, and 
it was only by accident if he was not sent for until after the 
baby was born. 

Dr. Love, who was defended by Mr. O. Hempson, said that he 
had been in practice for forty-five years, during almost the whole 
of that time at Mitcham. He had been chairman of the Public 
Health Committee in that district, and as such he had made efforts 
to introduce certified midwives, with some little success; but there 
_were still large areas, populated by a poor class of persons, for 
whom no certified midwif¢ was available. Until lately he had 
charged two guineas for attendance at confinements, but during 
the last eighteen months, owing to the exceplional distress and 
poverty, he decided to charge five shillings a visit, believing that 
this would help the poor people. He charged the same fee whether 
there was instrumental delivery or not, but, of course, instrumental 
delivery involved a number of visits. He found, however, that the 
system had been abused, and that many who could afford to pa 
the ordinary fee were taking advantage of this concession which 
was intended for those who could not pay. In 1923 he was engaged 
to attend 120 confinements. It was absolutely false to allege that 
there was any arrangement by which he need not attend until 
after the birth, or that his attendance later was a cloak to the 
woman. He further stated that he had now _— up this prac- 
tice of charging per visit, because he realized that it was not fair 
to other medical men; also he had ceased to have any arrangement 
with the three women mentioned in the charge against him. 

In cross-examination, Dr. Cates put it to the witness that in 
four cases he was not present within six hours of birth, and yet 
he notified the birth, although it was required that the person 
notifying should have been present within six hours. Dr. Love 
said that he thought the times given were wrong. He agreed that 
it was possible that in eighteen out of forty-seven births which he 
had notified since January 1st he was associated with one of these 
three women, He could not remember in how many of these 
eighteen cases he was present at the birth. In re-examination he 
said that he had conscientiously sought to avoid being associated 
with these women since the early part of this year, though this 
was difficult in certain parts of his district where nobody else did — 
nursing. 

The President : You thought that such direction as you were giving in 
these cases was enough to save the women from prosecution? 

Dr. Love: I did not think of it in that light at all. 

f cases have been brought before us in 


The President: A number o 
irth. Was there 


which your direction consisted of one visit after the 
any other direction? : 
: Dr. Love: Only the direction that if the patient was not going on 
right they: were to send for me. 
e President: You were aware of the provisions of the Midwives Act 

and you received the Council’s Warning Notice ; ; 
..Dr. Love: My impression was that these women would require to have 
a doctor to attend if they were nursing. 

The President: Not to attend, but to direct. You say your direction 
was not a pretence? 

Dr. Love: It was not a pretence. 

The President : Are you aware that the judges have laid it down that 


| the direction of a medical practitioner must be more than nominal? 


The witness was understood to say that he was not aware of it. 


Mr. Hempson said that it must be admitted that Dr. Love, by 
his conduct, had enabled these women to evade the provisions of 
the Act, but he urged that he had not done so knewingty. In law 
in general, ignorance of the law was no defence, but he trusted 
the Council would not interpret the matter quite so harshly. Dr. 
Love’s ignorance on this matter was apparent. He had evidently 
failed to read—or, having done so, to appreciate—the Act. He had 
been in practice for forty-five years and was highly respected in 
his locality, and certain testimonials were handed up on his behalf. - 

The Council, after private deliberation, found the facts proved; 
by his assistance Dr. Love had enabled uncertified women to attend 
women in childbirth under cover or pretence that such women were 
attended or to be attended by him or under his direction, thereb 
enabling the uncertified women to practise as if they were certified. 
The Council, in the public interest, took a grave view of the Sunes 
which arose from a medical practitioner who lent his name for 
such a purpose, and “ covered ” the practice of unqualified persons, 
under whatever pretext they practised midwifery, and whatever 
might be his personal opinion as to their skill and capacity to 
attend women in labour.. In order, however, to give the respondent 
an opportunity of reconsidering his whole position in relation to 


i i t judgement to the session of 
De. Love we la to furnish the names 


May, 1925, when Dr. Love wou ‘ nis 1e8 
pp LB of his professional brethren who might be willing to testify 
as to his character and conduct in the interval. The Council 
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thanked the* Surrey County Council and Dr. Cates for their 
presentation of the case. 


The case of James Robert Stott,O.B.E., of Ewell Road, Surbiton, 
against whom at the session of May, 1923, the Council found certain 
facts proved relating to the “‘ covering” of an uncertified woman 
to attend women in childbirth (Supprement, June 16th, 1923, p. 266), 
came up for judgement, which had been postponed. Mr. Hempson, 
on behalf of Dr. Stott, said that during the interval he had done 
his best to make his conduct exemplary, and he handed in letters 
from two medical men in Dr. Stott’s locality who spoke highly of 
his conduct and character. Dr. Cates, on behalf of the Surrey 
County Council, which had lodged the complaint, said that he had 
nothing further to bring forward. Dr. Stott reiterated his 
assurances as to his future conduct. 

After a brief deliberation by the Council the Presroent announced 
that the Council did not see fit-to direct the Registrar to erase 
Dr. Stott’s name. 


Henry Spencer Hughes, registered as of Lozells Road, Bir- 
mingham, was summoned on the charge that he had by his 
countenance or assistance knowingly enabled a certain woman not 
certified under the Midwives Act, to attend women in childbirth, 
under cover or pretence that such women were attended or to be 
attended by him or by her under his direction, and that in some 
cases he signed maternity benefit certificates and gave notifica- 
tions of birth, thereby enabling the woman, in contravention of 
the Acts, to practise as if she were certified. 

The roe City Council fermulated the complaint, and 
on its beha r. H. 8. Martin, solicitor, laid the facts before the 
Council. He said that his local authority caused an investigation 
to be made in connexion with certain cases which this woman, one 
Ann Davis, had been attending. As a result proceedings were 
taken against her in Birmingham police-court on March 7th, when 
she was convicted of having habitually and for gain attended women 
in childbirth otherwise than under the direction of a qualified 
medical practitioner. The evidence of five women who had been 
attended by her was given on that occasion. Dr. Spencer Hughes 
also attended at the neues and gave evidence to the effect 
that in his opinion Mrs. Davis was a trustworthy person. The 
births in all these cases had been notified by Dr. Hughes. He 
submitted that by association with this unqualilied woman Dr. 
Hughes enabled her to practise as a midwife. 


The President: The magistrates decided that the woman was actin 
illegally, notwithstanding her plea that she was acting under the 
direction of Dr. Hughes? 

Mr. Martin: That is so. 


The evidence of two women who had been attended in childbirth 
by the woman in question was given. They said that they engaged 
the woman and left it to her to engage the doctor. Dr. Hughes 
was not present at the birth of the child in either case, but he 
aitended shortly afterwards, and paid subsequent visits, and both 


witnesses s in cross-examination that his eare was all that 
could be desired. 
Miss Ralph, a midwives inspector of Birmingham, also gave 


evidence, and stated that between June, 1923, and January, 1924, 
thirty-seven births were notified by Dr. Hughes; in only five of 
these cases,so far as she could discover, was he in attendance before 
the birth. In cross-examination she was asked if it was contested 
that Dr. Hughes made many attendances in each of these cases. 
She said that he did so, but after the labour. She also admitted 
that so far as she knew each of these women was satisfied with 
the care and attention she had received from Dr. Hughes. There 
was some conflict of evidence as to who called Dr. Hughes as a 
witness at the police-court. Miss Ralph stated that she believed 
he was called by the woman against whom the charge was made; 
on Dr. Hughes’s side it was contended that he gave evidence at 
the request of the Birmingham City Council. 

Mr. Norman Birkett, K.C., who, with Dr Dawson Sadler, 
appeared for Dr. Hughes, said that whilst the association of Dr. 
Stes with Mrs. Davis was admitted, the quality of that associa- 
tion was the point at issue, and the facets presented were capable 
of only one construction: that however irregular, careless, and 
perhaps foolish Dr. Hughes might have been, his action came 
nowhere near infamous conduct in a professional respect. Dr. 
Hughes had practised at Birmingham ever since he qualified in 
1891. He bore the highest character. He had a list of 2,200 
insured persons, and a private practice in addition, the whole of 
it in a working-class district. Four medical men practising in his 
neighbourhood—including Dr. H. G. Dain—had written letters in 
his favour, all of them in the highest terms. Naturally Dr. 
Hughes, who had been associated with this woman for very man 
years, stood by her in the police-court, gave evidence on her behalf, 
and paid her fine; it was the only thing one would expect a 
Hughes. evid declared that he h 

r. Hughes, in evidence, declare e had no idea that 
was doing anything that could be challenged. ~ 


The President : You had the Council’s Warning Notice? 

Dr. Hughes: I must have had it, but f cxmnot recall it exactly. 

The President: Had you seen that Warning Notice a year or two ago 
it would have put you on your guard? 

The President: You ena this woman to ca on as i 
midwife when in fact she was not certified? af 2? 

Dr. Hughes: In every case I gave attendance. 


The President: The supervision which you did in fact give did yes. 


regard as a compliance with the statute at that time? 
r. Hughes: I did. 


In reply to his counsel, Dr. Hughes said that from first to last 
he had had no desire to offend against the law, and if in on way 
wet Se had done was worthy of blame he expressed his deep 
regret. 


The Council deliberated in and the Presipent after- 
wards announced that it had found the facts alleged against Dr. 
Hughes in the Netice of Inquiry te have been proved; these 
showed that he, by his assistance and countenance, enabled an 
uncertified woman to attend women in childbirth under cover or 
retence that such women were attended or were to be attended 
y him or by her under his direction, thereby enabling the said 
woman, in contravention of the Midwives Act, 1902, to practise 
as if she were duly certified thereunder. The Council took a grave 
view of the danger to mothers and infants which arose from a 
medical practitioner who lent his name and qualifications for such 
a purpose, and made possible the practice of unqualified persons, 
under whatever pretext they practised midwifery, and whatever 
might be his personal opinion as to their skill and capacity to 
attend women in labour. In order to give the respondent an 
opportunity of reconsidering his position in this regard, the Council 
had postponed judgement until May, 1925, when Dr. Hughes would 
be required to furnish the names of some of his professional 
brethren or other persons of standing who might be willing to 
testify as to the manner in which he had carried on his obstetric 
practice in the interval. 

The Presipent thanked the Birmingham City Council for bri ing 
the matter forward, and Mr. Martin for the way in which it ha 
been presented. 


Alleged Improper Behaviour. 

Henry Bowen Perkins, registered as of Dock Road, Tilbury, was 
dant with having abused his position as a medical man 
behaving improperly at his surgery to three females, two of them 
patients of his, and the other a woman who had called for a 
certificate for her husband, who was a patient. The dates of these 
oceurrences were November, 1922, and January and February, 1924. 
Dr. Perkins was also charged with having been convicted at Grays 
Petty Sessions in 1914 of beimg drunk, and fined one shillmg and 
four shillings costs. 

The case was reported to the Council by the Director of Public 
Proseeutions. Dr. Perkins was present, with his solicitor, Mr. O. 
H 


Mr. Harper, solicitor to the Council, said that the charges 
relating to the three females were virtually charges of imdecent 
assault. He called as witnesses two of them (the third was ili 
and unable to come), and they described what took place in the 
surgery. The first of them, who had come for her husband’s 
certificate, said that she made no complaint of illness and there 
was no excuse for the doctor to examine her. The husband of this 
witness was also called, and under cross-examination stated that 
although he felt very indignant at the treatment his wife had 
received, he did not tax the doctor with it when he came to see 
him on the next oceasion, the reason being that he (the witness) 
was in bed suffering from rheumatism. His wife reported the 
matter to the police two days later. He admitted that she went 
subsequently to the surgery for certificates, and that both he and 
his wife continued on the Sector's insurance list until they left the 
neighbourhood a month later. A statutery declaration was put in 
on behalf of the second woman, who could not appear. She stated 
that she attended for treatment for constipation; the docter on 
this oceasion appeared to be under the influence of drink. The first 
witness had also stated her opinion that the doctor was in liquor. 
The husband of this second woman admitted that he himself and 
several members of his wife’s family had consulted Dr. Perkins 
since the alleged incident. The third complainant, a single woman, 
gave evidence to the effect that she consulted Dr. Perkins, who 
was her panel doctor, for nasal trouble, when hte committed the 
assault complained of. She immediately told certain of her reia- 
tives, who informed the police. She was a friend of the second 
complainant. 

For the defence a plan of the surgery was produced, which 
showed that the surgery was overlooked by a window from the 
dispensary, and it was stated that the dispenser, who was always 
present, would be able to see and hear anything that was taking 


ace. ‘ 

Dr. Perkins, in evidence, said that he qualified in 1890. He 
strongly denied that he was addicted to alcohol. During the past 
eighteen months, the period covered by these charges, he had been 
practically a total abstainer. The conviction for drunkenness in 
1914 was a miscarriage of justice. He was fecling very ill and 
had taken a certain amount of alcohol in a medicinal mixture. On 

oing out for a walk he had to sit down owimg to his illness and 
- sent a boy to the police station for a vehicle to take him home. 
The vehicle came, in charge of a policeman, and took him home, 
and he heard nothing more of the maiter until three weeks after- 
wards, when he received the summons. The only evidence brought 
against him was that of the policeman, who stated that he smelt 
of drink. With regard to the charges relating to these women, 
he denied strongly that he was ever intoxieated. The first woman 
came to him complaining of pain im the stomach, and he made 
an examination under the woman’s outer garment, but not upon 
the person, to determine whether she felt pain on pressure. The 
second patient came to him fearing she was “‘in trouble again ” 
(that is, pregnant). Without exposure he felt her abdomen ard 
gave his opinion. Then she asked if he could not do —— 
for her, and he indignantly dismissed her and called in the n 
patient. The third ease was a girl suffering from rhinitis and 
anaemia, and he was afraid of tuberculosis. She was a factory 
girl, and he frequently found such girls suffering from oedema of 
the legs, and he felt the legs for oedema and the groin for enlarged 
glands. There was no justifieation whatever for these allegations. 

The dispenser gave evidence as to his ability to hear and see 
anything that happened in the surgery, and several of Dr. Perkins’s 
patients, including some who were seen on the same mornings er 
evenings as these alleged incidents took place, gave evidence to the 
effect that they had never seen him the worse for drink. 
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Mr. Hempson Lew 4 addressed the Council on behalf of Dr. 
Perkins, and urged that no judicial body could find a person 
uilty of the serious ‘and indeed criminal charges brought against 
im on such flimsy evidence as had been laid before the Council. 
The Council found that the conviction alleged against Dr. 
. Perkins, in November, 1914, of a misdemeanour fthat is, the con- 
viction for being drunk) had been proved, but that the other 
allegations against him with regard to the abuse of his position 
as a professional man had not been proved, and accordingly the 
case was dismissed. ; 


Lax Certification and Alleged Insobricty. 

Jonathan Allan Thornhill, registered as of Newnham, Gloucester- 
shire, was charged with having been so far under the influence 
of drink while attending a patient on two dates in 1923 that his 

wer of judgement and sense of responsibility were affected to a 

egree rendering him unfit to be in charge of a serious case of 
illness such as the case in question, and further with having at a 
later date given to this same patient a National Health Insurance 
certificate stating that he had examined him on that date, and 
that he was incapable of work, whereas he had not seen or 
examined him since five days previously. 

The Council’s solicitor said that this case was reported to the 
Council by the Ministry of Health. He understood that Dr. 
‘Riornhill accepted the report of the committee of inquiry which 
was set UR PY. the Minister. 

Mr. F. W. Harvey, solicitor, who appeared for Dr. Thornhill, 
said that his client admitted nothing —e with regard to the 
certificate, which, he agreed, did not ar the date which 
technically it should have done. 

Mr. Harper, continuing, said that the charge that Dr. Thornhill 
was under the influence of drink rested on the statements of the 
patient and his wife, who said that the doctor smelt of drink, 
that his hand was unsteady when he wrote a prescription, and that 
he had difficulty in getting up the stairs. It was not contended 
that he was drunk so as to be incapable of carrying out a 
simple examination, but that his judgement and sense of responsi- 
bility would be impaired to an extent which would render him 
unfit to be in charge of a serious case of influenza like the one 
in question. ‘ 

Mr. Harvey, for Dr. Thornhill, said that there were only two 
charges before the Council; in the original inquiry there were 
five points, and these included an ee gay of negligence. ° 

The Presipent said that the Council had nothing to do with 
that. The Council was not trying the case as a committee of 
inquiry under the Insurance Act. ; 

Mr. Harvey said that his client strongly denied the allegation 
that he was ever in-drink. Any-unsteadiness or clumsiness was 
accounted for by the fact that he suffered severely from rheu- 
matism, The speaker had been instructed to appear for Dr. 
Thornhill by a number of his patients, who were poor people 
and who were strongly desirous of ngt losing his services. fie was 
a quixotic friend of the poor people in his locality. The irregu- 
larity with i to the certificate was admitted; it was done on 
the patient’s behalf, and although he was not examined on the 
actual date which the certificate bore, he was in fact on that date 
—and it was weil known that he was—quite incapable of work as 
the certificate stated. With regard to the charge of being in 
drink, other witnesses had stated at the insurance inquiry that 
they had been attended by the doctor on the date referred to, and 
th. he was then certainly perfectly sober. The charge rested on 
the evidence of two persons, man and wife, and as the man was 
very ill at the time it seemed likely that he had got the impression 
at second-hand from his wife subsequently, while the wife was 
probably too much agitated about her husband’s condition to form 
an accurate judgement. 

After a brief deliberation the Council found that the charge 
of being in drink on the occasion in question had not been proved 
but that the charge of having given a certificate which was 

untrue, misleading, or improper,’ had been proved. In order 
however, to give the respondent time to reconsider his position in 
this matter the Council postponed judgement to the next session 
when it would require r. Thornhill to appear and to furnish 
the names of certain professional brethren who might be prepared 
to testify as to his character and conduct in the interval, 


Alleged Attendance by an Unqualified Person. 

On the last day of its session the Council considered the case of 
Charles Herbert Moorhouse, registered as of Woodhouse Lane 
Leeds, who was summoned on the charge that he had employed 
as an assistant in connexion with his practice a man not duly 
qualified or registered under the Medical Acts, and had knowingly 
allowed him on his behalf to attend and treat patients in matters 
re and skill. 

e edica efence Union, represented by Mr. Oswald 
Hempson, made the complaint, and th ¥ 
sented by Mr. A. Neilson, ke.” 

ree persons, patients of Dr. Moorhouse or relativ: i 
gave evidence to the effect that the unqualified sab ape 
was known to them as “ doctor,” had attended on occasion when 
Dr. Moorhouse himself had been sent for, and had made an 
and or treatment, 

r. Neilson said, on Dr. Moorhouse’s behalf, inci 
referred to in the evidence of the witnesses = 
last at a time when Dr. Moorhouse was away on holiday. Dr. 
Moorhouse had a partner whom he had left in charge of his 
practice, and the unqualified person mentioned in the pv was 
dispenser and bookkeeper, and was not employed in any way as 
an assistant in the practice. This man occasionally 
ever, take medicine to patients’ houses, and sometimes he would 
call and clear up any question that might have arisen con- 


cerning an account. It appeared that while Dr. Moorhouse was 
away on holiday a message was received at the surgery asking the 
doctor to come, and as the partner was out the dispenser said 
that he would send the doctor as soon as he could. Shortly after- 
wards a second and more urgent message was received, and, the 
doctor still being out, the dispenser asked whether he himself. 
could be of any assistance, and went accordingly and saw the 
(a child). Next morning he went again order to seo 
ow the child was. The partner, apparently, was not told until 
later, and then himself visited the patient. at was one «” the 
cases which had been brought forward in evidence, and with 
regard to the other—a lad who said that the dispenser had 
examined his tonsils and had said that he was going on well— 
Dr. Moorhouse could offer no explanation, for he did not hear 
anything about this circumstance until he received the Council’s 
notice, by which time the dispenser had left his cupreppent. 
He added. that he and his partner had an insurance list of 3,500, 
but ‘he did not find it necessary on going away on holiday to 
engage another qualified practitioner, because the holidays were 
in summer when cases of sickness were relatively few. 

Dr. A. G. Barrs testified that he had known Dr. Moorhouse for 
more than twenty years, and had always regarded him as a man 
of very high standing in his profession, and one who was certainly 
incapable of doing anything improper in the professional sense 
save by the merest inadvertence. 

After the Council had deliberated in private, the Presrtpent 
announced that the facts alleged had not been proved to the 
satisfaction of the Council, and the case was accordingly dismissed. 
At the same time he expressed the obligation of the Council to the 
Medical Defence Union for ge go the facts forward, because 
prima facie they were deserving of inquiry. 


Laxity in giving a Testimonial. 

Harry James Milbank Milbank-Smith, registered as of Worthing, 
was summoned on the charge that for the purpose of enabling a 
certain man (practising under an alias)to obtain registration in the 
Dentists Registcr he gave a written testimonial that he had known 
him to be practising as an unqualified dentist in Worthing for 
some seven years, that he believed he had a perfectly good reputa- 
tion, and that he eonsidered him quite suitable for inclusion in the 
Register, whereas the man in question was not personally known 
to the respondent, nor did he know anything of his moral 
character. 

This case was reported to the Council by the Dental Board. 
Mr. Harper, solicitor to the Board, stated that at the end of last 
year the case of this hitherto unqualified dentist came before the 
Dental Board, and there was a police report upon him which 
was highly unsatisfactory, but he was able to furnish a number 
of testimonials, among them one from Dr. Milbank-Smith. Dr. 
Milbank-Smith occupied a prominent position in the public life 
of Worthing, and was honorary secretary of the Chichester and 
Worthing Division of the British Medical Association. Any testi- 
monial, therefore, which came from such a source would carry 
great weight with the Dental Board. The testimonial was given 
on the notepaper of the Division. The Board, having received 
information of a confidential character from the police, postponed 
registration for six months, and told the applicant to get a testi- 
monial from the police, which he was unable to do, and con- 
sequently he was not placed on the Register. Dr. Milbank-Smith, 
on being referred to, said that he did not know this man socially, 
but he had no reason to believe that he was anything but a respon- 
sible person. It was a great surprise to him to learn that he 
was “ undesirable.” 


The President: When an unregistered person applies for admission to 


the Register is it essential that the Board should be furnished with. 


evidence as to moral character? 
Mr. Harper: That is one of the essentials. 
The President: He could not have been registered without such 


_evidence? 


Mr. Harper: Not at all. 


Dr. Milbank-Smith, who was defended by Mr. O. Hempson, ' 


instructed by the Medical Defence Union, went into the witness- 
box and stated that he had known this person for many years as 
an unqualified dentist. The man had consuited him on two or 
three occasions, and once he (Dr. Milbank-Smith) had treated a 
patient in the man’s house. Many of his own ag ted patients had 
received dental treatment from this man, and he had never heard 
anything but a good report as to the way in which he did his work. 
Of course, the witness never associated with him professionally in 
any case, because he was an unqualified man. One day the man 
came to his consulting room, told him that he wanted to get on 
the Register, and that it was necessary to produce a_ testimonial 
from someone who knew that he had been practising in the town 


for at least five years. He could do no other than give such a- 


testimonial, and when the man further asked whether he knew 
anything against his conduct in the town, and he was bound to 
say that he did not, there appeared to be no reason why at the 
man’s request that should not be added to the testimonial. The 
man was a near neighbour of his, he had heard nothing against 
his reputation, and he considered that he was a fit and proper 
person to be registered if the Board was registering unqualified 
dentists. 

The President suggested how the testimonial might have been 
otherwise worded so as to have made it clear that the man was 
not personally known to Dr. Milbank-Smith. He also asked what 
was the reason for using the notepaper of the British Medical 
Association. 7 

Dr. Milbank-Smith said that presumably it was because he 
occupied the position of local secretary that the man came to him. 

Mr. Hempson brought out the further fact, in examination, that 
the man had obtained similar testimonials from two other doctors 
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in Worthing, so that presumably Dr. Milbank-Smith was not the 
only one who was unaware of anything wrong about this individual. 
Mr. Hempson also put in three testimonials from Worthing doctors, 
all of them-referring to Dr. Milbank-Smith’s high qualities as a 

entleman and a professional man. He said that Dr. Milbank- 
Smith had expressed his regret that he had not made sufficient 
inquiries and that the testimonial was not carefully worded. Often 
in such testimonials the precise significauce of the phraseclogy was 
apt to be overlooked. 

Mr. Harper said that the general sense of the testimonial was 
to come down fairly heavily in favour of the individual. 

The Council briefly deliberated in private, and the PresipEeNT 
then announced that the facts had been proved to its satisfac- 
tion, and that the testimonial was given in a lax and careless 
manner. The Council regarded laxity as a grave matter and 
worthy of censure; in similar instances such laxity had resulted in 
consequences injurious to the State and the good repute of the 
medical profession as a whole. The Council, however, having 
regard to the warning which the respondent had received in the 
course of these proceedings, trusted that his conduct would hence- 
forth be beyond reproach in this respect, and had not seen fit to 
direct the Registrar to erase his name. 

Dr. Milbank-Smith gave the Council an assurance that he would 
be very careful in all such matters in the future. 


Felony. 
The last case before the Council was that of Frederick John 
Fehrsen, registered as of Sea Point, Cape Town, who was summoned 
on the charge that he had wrongfully, unlawfully, and with the 
intent to procure miscarriage, performed certain operations on a 
woman, and did procure her miscarriage, of which offence he was 
convicted after trial by jury in the Supreme Court of South Africa. 
The Colonial Medical Council of South Africa had since judged 
him to have been guilty of infamous and disgraceful conduct, and 
his name had been erased from the Register ot medical practitioners 
of the Province of the Cape of Good Hope. This case was reported 
by the Cape Medical Council. The respondent did not appear, but 
he had sent a mass of documents, largely, according to the Council’s 
solicitor, irrelevant and unintelligible. The President said that he 
also had received letters from Dr. Fehrsen, sometimes in Dutch, 
sometimes in English, and sometimes in both. 
The Council found that Dr. Fehrsen had been 
conduct in a professional respect, and instruct 
erase his name, 


ilty of infamous 
the Registrar to 


Dental Erasures. 
The Council, on a report from the Dental Board, erased from the 
Dentists Register the name of Harold Walmsley, registered as of 
Prestwich Park South, Manchester, who at the Northampton Assizes on 


January 21st last had been convicted of a criminal offence and sentenced 


to nine months’ imprisonment in the second division. The Council also 
erased the name of Abraham Frank (or ne registered as of High 
Street, Shoreditch, who had been found to have beer convicted of aiding 
and abetting his son, Percy Frank (or Franks), to’ practise dentistry, he 
not being registered in the Dentists Register, and fined twenty guineas 
and five guineas costs at Old Street Police Court, London, in March last. 


Restoration. 
The name of Walter Ernest Tate was restored to the Dentists Register. 


Association Notices. 
NOTICES OF MOTION BY DIVISIONS FOR THE 
ANNUAL REPRESENTATIVE MEETING, 
BRADFORD, 1924. 


Applications for Membership, 

By Daruinecton: That (with reference to para. 38 of the 
Annual Report of Council) this meeting disapproves of the 
Council’s suggestion that approving signatures should be 
dispensed with on forms of application for membership; and 
records its decision that one, or two, approving signatures by 
present members of a Division or Branch are a safeguard 
against the particular Division or Branch being exploited by 
individuals unworthy of becoming members. 


Important Notices. 

By Dartrncton: That (with reference to paras. 80 and 81 
of the Annual Report of Council) the present procedure 
adopted by Headquarters in dealing with cases arising under 
the heading of “ Important Notices,” as regards conformity 
by the Division reporting the case with the Ethical Rules of 
the Association, is wasteful of time and opportunity; and is 
calculated to destroy any power which the Divisions or 
Branches may have in bringing the matter in dispute toa 
satisfactory ending. 


Fees to Doctors Called to Street Accidents. 

By Dartinecton: That (with reference to para. 95 of the 
Annual Report of Council) the Council ask the Home Office 
to make the fees mentioned in para. 95 apply in cases 
of sudden illness in the street to which a doctor is called 
by the police. 


First Aid Equipment in Fa tories ; and Fecs for 
d Ambulance Lectures. 
By Danztineton: rat (with reference to para. 116 of the 
Annual Report of Council) the Coun-ils Recommendation 
be amendei to read, after “employed,” “that the fee of 
1} guineas should be demanded.” 


Royal Commission upon the Working of the National 
Insurance System. 
By Daruincron: That (with reference to paras. 142 and 143 
of the Annual Report of Council) this meeting, wiiie in full 
accord with the spirit of these two paragraphs, regrets that 
no mention is made tlierein that the final report. to be 
submit‘ed to the Roya! Commission shall first be circulated 
to, and debated upon by, all Divisions of the British Medical 
Association, 


Scale of Salaries for Public Heal‘h Appointments, 

By Darurneton: That (with reference to para. 244 of the 
Annual Report of Council) the Recommendation of the 
Council be amended, by the insertion of the words necessary, 
to make the addition read: 


‘* Medical superintendents and full-time medical 
officers-in-charge of Poor Law hospitals.” 


Milk and Dairies Act, 1915, and Tuberculosis Order, 1914. 

By Birwincuam Cenrrat: That while appreciating the 
reasons for para. 156 of the Annual Report of Council, this 
Annual Representative Mceting recommends that the Associa- 
tion press upon the public and the Government that the 
prevention of the sale of milk infected with tubercle bacilli is 
an urgent national necessity. ce Te 


Use of Opium and Pitwitrin by Midwives. 

By Croypon: That (with reference to paras. 89 and 90 of 
the Annual Report of Council) this meeting is of opinios that 
the protest against the use of opium and pituitrin by midwives 
should be renewed. 


Hospital Policy of the Association. 

By Croypon: That (with reference to the first Recom- 
mendation contained in para. 172 of the Annual Report of 
Council) proposed new paragraph 10 of the Association's 
Hospital Policy be amended to read as follows: 

10. Contributions to Hospitals for which a return of service 


is definitely stated or impiied should be the ouly ones of 
which a percentage shall be paid to the Visiting Staff. 


By Croypon: That (with reference to the third Recom- 
mendation contained in para. 172 of the Annual Report of 
Council) para. 32 of the Association’s Hospital Policy be 
amended by the insertion, in the second line, of the 
words “guaranteeing treatment” after the words “ financ.al 
arrangement.” 


By Croypon: That (with reference to the fourth Recom- 
mendation contained in para. 172 of the Annual Report of 
Council) the proposed amended form of para. 32 of the 
Association’s Hospital Policy be amended by the insertion, in 
the first line, of the words “ definitely implying or guarantee- 
ing a term of service” after the word “ contributions.” 


Contributory Schemes for Private Insured Persons. 

By Croypon: That subpara. (b) of the Recommendation 
contained in para..178 of the Annual Report of Council be 
amended by the addition of ‘the words “ and the consent of 
the Hospital Staff.” 


By Norra Mippiesex: That an additional paragraph be 
added to the Recommendation contained in para. 178 of tlie 
Annual Report of Council, to the following effect: 

No patient should be able to receive the benefits of the 
scheme except on the recommendation of a genera! practi- 
tioner. 


Fees Paid to Doctors Called in on the Advice of Midwives. 

By Lewes and East Grinsteap: That (with relereuce lo 
para. 103 of the Annual Report of Council!) the Coune:l bs 
requested to approach the Ministry of Health with the object 
of revising the scale of fees which are paid to doctors ca led 
in by midwives, as this meeting considers the fces to be 
inadequate. 


| 
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SCOTTISH COMMITTEE. 
ELECTION OF REPRESENTATIVES BY GROUPED DIVISIONS. 
FOURTEEN members of the Scottish Committee of the British 
Medical Association are to be e!ected by the Scottish 


Divisions, grouped as follows: 
No. of Repre- 
sentatives. 


Group I.—The Divisions in the ‘Aberdeen and Northern 


Group 1I.—The Divisions in the Dundee, Fife, Perth, 
and Stirling Branches _... 
Group I1I.—The Divisions in the Edinburgh Branch 
and the Dumfries and Galloway Division ... ow, oe 
Group IV.—The Glasgow City Divisions 
Group V.—The remaining Divisions in the Glasgow and 
West of Scotland Branch ... oes os 3 


Nominations may be made (a) by a Division, or (5) by 
three members in a group. The election, in cases of contest, 
will be by postal vote of the members in each group. 

Forms for nomination may be obtained from the Scottish 
Medical Secretary, 6, Rutland Square, Edinburgh, and must 
be returned to him not later than June 16th. 


OFFICIAL DATES. 


June 11, Wed. Council 

June 28, Sat. Supplementary Report of Council appears in SUPPLEMENT. 

July 4, Fri. as eee and. riders for A.R.M. Agenda due at Head 

ce. 

Julv 18, Fri. Annual Representative Meeting, Bradford, 10 a.m. 

July 18, Fri. Nominations for: election of members of Council by 
_—— Representatives due (at A.R.M., Bradford) by 
his date. 

Julv 19, Sat. Annual Representative Meeting, Bradford. 

July 21,Mon. Council, Bradford. : 

July 21, Mon. Annual Representative Meeting, Bradford. 

July 22, Tues. Annual Representative Meeting, Annual General Meeting, 

and President’s Address, Bradford. ; 

July 23, Wed. Council, Conference of Honorary Secretaries, Meetings of 

July 24, Thur. Meetings of Sections, etc., Bra 

4 25, Fri. Meetings of Sections, etc., Bradford. 


Cox, Medical Secretary. 


BRANCH AND DIVISION MEETINGS TO BE HELD. 

anp Bristot Brancu.—The annual meeting of the Bath 
and Bristol Branch will be held on June 25th, w ees. 0, 
Bristowe will deliver his tial address on the Psychology of 
Mental Deficients. 

East York AnD Norra Laycoty Brancu.—The annual meeting will 
be held in Powolny’s Rooms, King Edward Strect, Hull, on Satur- 
day, June 28th, at 1 p.m. The retiring President, Dr. Turton, 
will take the chair. Agenda: Annual Report of Council; financial 
statement; election of officers; the President-elect, Mr. Upcott, 
will read. his inaugural address on Fractures. After the meeting 
luncheon will be served. 

EprnsurcH Brancu.—The annual meeting of the Edinburgh 
Branch will be held at West Linton on Wednesday, June 25th. 
Excellent facilities are notes gearenes for the day’s enjoyment, and 
the Branch Council hopes that the attendance of both members and 
their friends will be large. At 12.30 p.m. luncheon will be served 
in the Raemartin Temperance Hotel (charge, 4s.). At 1.30 p.m. 
there will be golf, tennis, and bowling. Details as to places for 
fishing, motor drives, etc., will be given by Dr. Jeffrey at the 
luncheon. The annual competition (stroke) of the Branch Golf 
Club will be held, and two prizes will be awarded. If a sufficient 
number desire fishing, tennis, or bowling, competitions can be 
arranged for these sports also. At 4.30 p.m. there will be tea in 
West Linton Public School, and at 5 a business meeting. The 
agenda includes: report of Branch Council; ‘Treasurer’s business 
and annual report; election of officers; presentation of prizes for 
golf competition; report of election of Representative; the invita- 
tion to hold the Annual Meeting of the Association in Edinburgh 
in 1927; proceedings of Scottish Committee; Annual Report of 
Council and Annual Representative Meeting. The presence of 
ladies will be cordially weleomed, and all the functions will be at 
their choice, except the Branch golf competition. Members who 
intend to be present should give early notice to Dr. John Stevens, 
78, Polwarth Terrace, Edinburgh. | 

LancasHire AND CresHire Branch: Mip-Cuesuire Drvisioy.—A 
meeting of the Mid-Cheshire Division will be held in Altrincham 
Hospital on Friday, June 20th, at 8.30 p.m., when Dr. Geoffrey 
Evans (St. Bartholomew’s Hospital) will deliver a British Medical 
Association Lecture on the Essential Signs of Arterio-sclerotic 
Disease, illustrated by lantern slides. Non-members in the Division 
and members of neighbouring Divisions are invited. 


Countigs Brancu.—The annual general meeting of 
the Metropolitan Counties Branch will be held at 429, Strand, 
W.G., on Friday, June 27th, at 4 p.m. Business: (1) Report of 
scrutineers on election of officers; (2) Annual Report of Council; 
i Report of Representatives of the Branch on the Central Council ; 
4) President’s address by Dr. Charles Buttar, entitled ‘‘ Vox et 


praeterea nihil.” It is proposed to present at this meeting parch- 


ment certificates to winners of the Association prizes awarded to 
final-year students for essays on “‘ Three Cases illustrating Different 


Causes of Dyspnoea,” 


Merropotitan Countizs Brancu: City Division.—The annual 
general meeting of the City Division will be held at the Metro. 
oe Hospital, Kingsland Road, on Tuesday, June 10th, at 
30 p.m. Agenda: Election of officers for 1 ; discussion on 
Documents A.R.M.2, A.R.M.2a, A.R.M.3. 


Counties Brancn : Wretespen Division.—A meeti 
of the Willesden Division will be held at the Willesden Genera 
Hospital on Wednesday, June 18th, at 9 p.m. Business: Proposed 
medical service for uninsured persons for London. 


Sourn Mriptanp Brancu.—The annual meeting of the South Mid- 
land Branch will be held at the Hind Hotel, Wellingborough, on 
Thursday, July 10th, at 2.30 p.m., when Dr. C. M. Hinds Howell 
will deliver a British Medical Association Lecture on Encephalitis 
Lethargica. 


SrarrorDsHire Branca : Nort Srarrorpsittre Diviston.—A special 
meeting of the North Staffordshire Division will be held at the 
North Stafford Hotel, Stoke, on Tuesday, June 17th, at 3.30 p.m, 
Agenda : Consider the report and following recommendation of the 
Executive Committee as to the proposed appointment of an assistant 
school medical officer under the county borough of Stoke-on-Trent, 

That in the opinion of the North Staffordshire Division no medical 
practitioner within the area of the Division should apply for an 
appointment as assistant school medical officer under the county 
borough of Stoke-on-Trent at a lower rate of remuneration than £600 
per annum, exclusive of travelling and other official expenses, or con- 
tinue to hold any such appointment made after July Br » 1923, at a 
lower rate of remuneration than that stated above. 

Adopt new Model Rules of Organization; consider the Annual 
Report of Council (Britis Mepica Journat SuppLements, May 3rd, 
10th, and 17th); correspondence. 

of the 


Surrotk Branco: West Svurrotk Division.—A meetin 
West Suffolk Division will be held on Tuesday, June 10th, at the 
West Suffolk General Hospital, Bury St. Edmunds. The business 
will include consideration of Annual Report of Council (Britis# 
Mepicat Journa Supprement, May 3rd and 10th, 1924). Tea will 
be provided after the meeting. 2 


Meetings of Branches and Pibisions. 


CountTIES BRancH : KENSINGTON Division. 


A ciinicaL meeting of the Division was held at St. Mary 
Abbott’s Hospital on May 16th. Dr. W. E. Fry was in the 
chair, and over forty members were present. Cases were shown 


and demonstrated by the visitin 
intendent (Dr. Hobbs), and the assistant staff. 


Dr. J. Burnrorp showed three cases illustrating different modes 
of progression: (1) Ataxia, probably of influenzal origin, with no 
specific history, and Wassermann reaction negative. (2) Paraplegia, 
duration two years, no cope of organic disease, probably func- 
tional. (3) —. ia (left), Wassermann reaction ++, Argyll 
Robertson pupil abinski positive. 
wrist-drop following plumbism. 

Dr.M.J.O’Brien showed : (a) A case of hypopituitarism in a boy 
aged 4 years, who had been treated for coeliac disease for the last 
three years. About eight months ago he begun to put on weight 
rapidly. Adiposity was now marked. Feminine configuration. 
Sugar tolerance much increased. X rays showed an abnormally 
small sella turcica. He was being treated with whole pituitary 
gland extract by mouth daily. (b) Two cases. of anearysm of 
ascending aorta, one showing symptoms of locomotor ataxia, and 
a case of hypernephroma of left kidney, with secondary deposit 
in left innominate .bone. 

Dr. Remimxcton Hosss. showed a case of septic abortion. The 
patient a few days after admission was suddenly seized with acute 
abdominal pain and vomiting, associated with a temperature of 
103° and pulse 120, marked tenderness and impaired mobility of 
uterus. In two hours after treatment with a small tube and a 
few drops of glycerin the temperature fell to 99.4° and pulse to 
98, and she was practically free from pain. Dr. Hobbs stated that 


This case also showed right 


these cases showed all the symptoms and signs of an acutely . 


obstructed viscus. The term “ acute endometritis’’ was, in his 
cpinion, a misnomer. They should be termed acute uterine colic 
and obstruction, because they responded so quickly to drainage. 
Dr. Kirkpatrick Picarp showed two cases, in which practically 
the chief symptoms and signs were those of chronic bronchitis, but 
in which tubercle bacilli had been found in the sputum. He drew 
especial attention to cases of this character oceurring in elderly 
men, who might be carriers of tubercle bacilli, and therefore a 
menace to others. He emphasized the advisability of periodic 
examination of the sputum in such cases. 
Dr. Renatt showed a case of chronic synovitis with free fluid in 
right knee-joint in a girl aged 7 years, a ene pe syphilitic. 
Under salvarsan and mercury injections, with lately pot. iod. gr. iij 
t.d.s., the effusion was much less. XY rays showed no lesion ‘of e. 
Wassermann reaction positive. 
Dr. J. Lumspen Coox showed a case of encephalitis lethargica 
in a child aged 3. years. Three weeks ago. was in contact with 
a case of encephalitis lethargica. Before admission had refused 
food and become apathetic, no vomiting. On admission very 
wasted and apathetic. Tougue furred. Breath smells sweet. 
Slight rigidity of neck. Kernig’s sign present. Abdomen retracted 
neal soft. Lies curled up in bed; irritable. No squint. No sugar 
or acetone in urine. Cerebro-spinal fiuid negative. Dr. Cook also 
showed a case of secondary carcinoma of liver. This case had been 
operated on two and a half years before, a partial gastrectomy, 


staff, the medical super- 
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followed by gastro-jejunostomy, having been done, with removal. of 
glands from lesser omentum. Present condition one of emaciation 
and increasing jaundice. 


An interesting discussion followed; in which Mr. B. W. 
Howe tt, Dr. Saneurnerti, Dr. F. G. Lioyp, Dr. Stor, and 
others took part. ‘ 

A hearty vote of thanks to the exhibitors of the cases was 
roposed by the CuarrMan and carried Dr. and 
Mrs. Remington Hobbs very kindly entertained the members 
to refreshments. 


New Sovutu Wates BRAncu. 


Annual Report. 
THE annual report of the New South Wales Branch records an 
increase in membership of 83, being now 1,323, as against 1,240 
in the previous year. It gives a list of attendances at the 
council and committee meetings and a list of officers of the 
sections formed for the special branches of medical knowledge. 


With regard to the amendment of the Public Hospitals Acts 
the report states that in response to an invitation of the Chief 
Secretary and Minister for Public Health, representatives of the 
Council attended conferences and a discussion took place amon 
those experienced in hospital management of a bill to be submitte 
to Parliament for the purpose of modernizing the-hospital legisla- 
tion of the State. The question of baby clinics had also received 
attention, and the opinion had been expressed that the work of 
baby clinics would be more satisfactorily performed if they were 
under immediate medical control, and that there appeared to be 
a need for regulations for the guidance of the medical officers and 
nurses. The views of the Council in these respects had been 
brought to the notice of the Under Secretary. A suggestion had 
been forwarded to the Faculty of Medicine of the University of 
Sydney that a post-graduate course in medicine should be held in 
the University in September. The attention of members had been 
called to the Warning Notice of the General Medical Council 
referring to advertising and canvassing. The approved common 
form of agreement between medical officers and friendly society 
lodges had, it was reported, continued to work smoothly and with 
satisfaction to both parties. The question of contract medical 
benefit attendance on the members of the Australian Natives’ 
Association and the Phoenix Mutual Provident Society had, at the 
request of the Australian Natives’ Association, been again discussed, 
with the result that a resolution was adopted recommending that 
no alteration in the existing rule should made. The question 
of the co-operation of the medical profession with the Common- 
wealth Department of Health in regard to measures of preventive 
medicine had been discussed. Although the difficulties in the way 
of introducing such a scheme were obvious, the Council expresses 
the opinion that members should "te their careful consideration 
to the matter as indicating the lines on which the services of 
medical practitioners could be utilized for public health purposes 
with advantage to the administration and without sacrificing the 
interests of the profession or the relation of its members as private 
practitioners with their patients. Further steps had been taken 
in providing for branches in Australia to become corporate bodies 
in accordance with the Articles and By-laws of the British Medical 
Association by the drafting of a model memorandum and articles 
of association for their use. Reference is also made to the Royal 
Commission appointed upon national insurance as a means of 
making provision for casual sickness, permanent invalidity, old 
age, and unemployment. It is expected that the Commission will 
report in favour of some scheme of national health insurance, the 
main features of which will be a system of compulsory medical 
and sickness beneiit. At the request of the Federal Committee 
the members of the Branch had been asked to indicate their views 
in regard to the adoption of a scheme of national insurance with 
médical benefit by returning answers to questions submitted, with 
a view to evidence being given by a representative of the Federal 
Committee on behalf of the Association as a whole. The necessary 
capital for the erection or purchase of other premises, and the 
installation of linotypes, printing presses, etc., had been over- 
subscribed, and it was expected that the new plant would be in 
full work by the end of the year for the purpose of producing the 
Medical Journal oj Australia and other necessary printing. 


CoNNAUGHT 


Tue annual meeting of the Connaught Branch was held at Galway 
on May 17th, when Dr. C. H. Forrey was in the chair. 

The finances of the Branch were discussed, and it was resolved 
that in view of impending legislation ae the profession in 
Connaught the Branch request that arrears of grants should be 

aid to it. 

, The Honorary Secretary made a general report of the work done 
at the Representative Meeting at Portsmouth, at which he was 
Representative; satisfaction was expressed at the acquisition of the 
new premises of the Association. 

The Council’s Report and Supplementary Report were laid before 
the meeting. After considerable discussion it was resolved : 

That in view of the proposed reform of the medical services in 
Ireland and the introduction of a bill to deal with medical matters, 
the Irish Medical Secretary, Dr. Hennessy, be requested to take steps 


to form a small committee of the profession to watch the interests of 
Connaught medical men owing to the special circumstances of the 
locality in which they serve. 


The Honorary Secretary pointed out that the Irish Committee 
i the Committee of the Irish 


of the British Medical Association, 


- Medical Association, and the Irish Medical Committee were already 


entrusted with the work indicated. 

A general discussion on professional matters took place, and 
approval was expressed at Br. Foley’s action in summoning the 
recent meeting on the proposed abolition of fourteen dispensary 
districts, which resulted in the abandonment of the proposal. 


GtasGow anp West or Scortanp Branca. 
Tue annual general meeting of the Glasgow and West of Scotland 
Branch was held in the Royal Infirmary, Glasgow, on May 14th, 
when Dr. T. Russet, Vice-President, occupied the chair in the 
absence of the President. The following office-bearers were elected 
for the ensuing year : 

President, Dr. W. T. Blakeley. President-Elect, Dr, George A. Allan. 
Vice-Presidents, Dr. T. Russell, Dr. G. D. McRae, J.P. Honorary Secre- 
tary, Dr. J. G. McCutcheon. Honorary Treasurer, Dr. W. O. Taylor. 

The Model Rules for Organization of a Branch of more than one 
Division, as amended by the Branch Council to suit local conditions, 
were read and adopted. 

The meeting adjourned for tea, provided by the managers of 
the Royal Intirmary. After tea a clinical demonstration was given 
by the following members of the staff :—Medicine : Drs. W. R. Jack, 
W. K. Hunter, and John Henderson. Surgery: Mr. John Patrick, 


‘Mr. Donald Duff, and Dr. R. 8. Dewar. Nose and Throat: Dr. 


James Harper. Skin Diseases: Dr. J. Ferguson Smith. Gynaeco- 
logy : Professor Munro Kerr. There were on exhibition some very 
interesting z-ray films from the electrical department and some 
pathological specimens. 

The clinical meeting was well attended, about 250 being present, 
and was of great interest. 

At the close of the meeting a hearty vote of thanks was, on the 
motion of the CHarrman, accorded to the staff and management of 
the hospital for their courtesy. 


LANCASHIRE AND CHESHIRE Brancu: Rocunate Division. 

Tue annual meeting of the Rochdale Division was held in the 
Wellington Hotel, Rochdale, on May 14th, when Dr. Bateman was 
in the chair. The annual report and financial statement were 
read. During the year five Division meetings were held, with an 
average attendance of 13.4, and three executive meetings were held, 
with an average attendance of 6.6. 

The following officers were elected : 

j . Bateman (Rochdale). Vice-Chairman, Dr. Geddes (Hey- 
Dr. Harris (Rochdale). Representative to Representative Meeting and 
Branch Council, Dr. James Melvin (Bamford). Deputy Representative, 
Dr. Jefferson (Rochdale). 

e Model Division Rules were discussed, and it was agreed to 
add to the members ex officio the medical officer of health or, failing 
him, his deputy. It was also agreed to alter the date of the 
annual meetin; from May to April. It was agreed to support the 
present four direct representatives on the General Medical 
Council at the election in November. 


Lancasnire AND CuesHire Branco: SourHport Drvision. 
THe annual meeting of the Southport Division was held on 
May 16th. The following officers were elected for 1924-25: 

i . §. Tordoff. Vice-Chairman, Dr. P. N. Twomey. Secretary 
EW. Lewis. Representative in Representative Body, 
Dr. F. J. Baildon. Deputy Representative, Dr. A. W. re. 

A discussion took place with regard to the giving of certificates 
to insurance psi my as to the death of insured persons who had 
been accepted for insurance without previous medical examination. 
It was pointed out that medical practitioners were often asked 
to supply certificates as to the duration of the illness — 
death, if such particulars were not contained on the statutory deat 
certificate. The following motion was adopted for presentation to 
the Annual Representative Meeting : 

irable t ive supplementary death certificates only 
at the A ‘a "the paticat’s representatives or after the consent of 
these has been obtained. 


Merropouitan Counties Brancu: Lewisnam Division. 
THE 1 meeting of the Lewisham Division was held on May 
20th pas Dr. J. Guament was in the chair. Dr. G. W. Cuarsiey 
was appointed delegate to the tenth annual conference of the 
National Association for the Prevention of Tuberculosis. — 

The Division Model Rules of Organization were revised in accord- 
ance with the recommendations of the Portsmouth Meeting. The 
following officers were elected : 

ttie. Vice-Chairman, Dr. R. G. Chase. 
pe B. Buchan. Representative in Representa- 
tive Body, De: F % White. Deputy Representative, Dr. R. G. Chase. 

tive Committee was elected to serve as the Ethical 
Fl wo % The Annual Report of the Council was considered and 
discussed and the Representative instructed. Votes of thanks were 
accorded to Drs. Gilchrist and Buchan for their work during the 


year. 


Norru or Encranp Braxcn: Cievetanp Drvision. 
1 ting of the Cleveland Division was held on May 
Lowe was re-elected the Representative of the 
Division in the Representative Body, and Dr. A. W. Jacxson 


was elected Deputy Representative. 


| 

sed 

‘ids 


278 June 7, 1924] 


Insurance: Range of Medical Treatment. 


SUPPLEMENT To Tae 
RITISH MEDICAL JouRNaL 


The Model Rules of Organization were adopted. The Annual 
Report of the Council was considered. With regard to para. 91, 
concerning consultation between medical witnesses, the following 
motion was carried for presentation to the Annual Representative 
Meeting : 

- That whenever possible, in cases which depend on medical evidence 
alone, there should be a consultation between the medical witnesses 
on both sides with a view to agreement on facts, and that such cases 
should be settled by an arbitrator and not by a judge in open court. 

With reference to para. 108, concerning fees to doctors called 
in on the advice of midwives and fees for special witnesses, it was 
resolved: 

That in the schedule of fees payable by a local authority to a 
doctor calied in by a midwife there should be provision for the case 
of an infant brought to the doctor’s surgery. 


Nort or Branco: GatesHeaD Division. 
THe annual mpg | of the Gateshead Division was held on 
May 8th, when the following officers were elected for the ensuing 
year : 

Chairman, Dr. R. Forbes. Vice-Chairman, Dr. W. H. Barnby. 
Honorary Secretary and Treasurer, Dr. Colin Mearns, Representative in 
—— Body, Dr. Colin Mearns. Deputy Representative, Dr. 

or 

The annual report of the Executive Committee was approved. 

' It gave particulars of meetings held during the year, and recorded 
an increase of membership, which now amounted to 82.5 of the 
medical practitioners in the area. The objection taken to the 
appointment of assistant school medical officers for Gateshead 
at salaries below the minimum agreed by the Annual Representa- 
tive Meeting, 1923, had been successful; the posts were sub- 
sequently re-advertised at salaries in accordance with the scale. 
The question of fees to medical practitioners called by the police 
had also been successfully dealt with: the Durham County Con- 
stabulary and the Goteshand Borough Police had agreed to the 
payment of 7s. 6d. for day calls, a 10s. 6d. for night calls. At 
the parliamentary election the candidates for Gateshead and 
Chester-le-Street were approached ; their views on points of interest 
to the medical profession were duly noted and reported to the 
central office. The addresses given by consultants from Newcastle 
had been highly appreciated by those present at the meetings. 
The annual dinner was a great success, as was also the summer 
outing in the second week of July. 


Brancn. 
Tue annual meeting of the Stirling Branch was held at the 
Infirmary, Falkirk, on May 15th, and was the most successful and 
instructive that the Branch has held for years. The President, Dr. 
P. F. McFartan (Stirling), presided. The annual report of the 
Branch Council was read and approved, and the following officers 
were appointed for the year : 

President, Dr. Hector Mackenzie (Alva). Vice-President, Dr. John 
Pearson (Bonnybridge). Secretary, Dr. E. E. Dyer (Alloa). Representa- 
tive in Representative Body, Dr. Dyer. 

_ After the completion of business the meeting resolved itself 
into a clinical meeting, when Dr. P. F. McFartan read a short 
any on the necessity for ow | treatment of enlarged prostate; 

e quoted several cases operated on by him and the complications 
that would arise if treatment were delayed. Dr. A. E. Hunter, 
surgeon to the Infirmary, showed a series of abdominal cases that 
had been operated on by him in the institute, including (1) a case 
of Caesarean section; (2) a case of ovarian cyst from which 
2 gallons of fluid was removed; (3) tuberculous peritoneal fibroid of 
uterus (removed); (4) case of ruptured extrauterine pregnancy. 

Dr. Penpteton Wuitz showed a series of eye cases, includi 
a case of glaucoma operated on with drainage, with the iris fix 
1 ga senile and juvenile cataract, cases of keratitis and of 
iritis. 

A good number of those prpennt were new members of the 
Branch and were specially welcomed by the President. After the 
meeting the members, ewer. of whom had come long distances, 
were entertained to tea by the staff of the hospital. 


Mational Insurance. 


RANGE OF MEDICAL TREATMENT. 
A qQuesTIoN of interest and importance to panel practi- 
tioners was decided at Leicester on April 15th by a Court 
of Referees under the Medical Benefit Regulations of the 
National Insurance Acts. The inquiry was upon the 
question whether or not treatment by radiant heat is 
within the range of medical service to be rendered by 
panel practitioners under their terms of service. 


In the case before the Court, Dr. G. S. A. Bishop of Melton 
Mowbray treated an insured person by radiant heat for chronic 
rheumatism of the left shoulder. The treatment involved 
numerous applications, of about thirty minutes each, of 
radiant heat from a 100-c.p. carbon lamp on a circuit 
of 240 volts, Dr. Bishop having the necessary apparatus. The 
patient was informed beforehand that the. service required 
special skill, and was therefore outside the scope of medical 
benefit, and that a fee would be charged for it. The Insurance 
Committee affirmed and the Medical Committee denied that 


this form of treatment was one that “‘ could consistently with 
the best interests of the patient be properly undertaken by a 
general practitioner of ordinary professional competence and 
skill.”” The Court was satisfied that Dr. Bishop had special 
skill in this form of treatment, but found some difficulty in 
deciding whether this treatment ‘is of a kind which requires 
special skill within the criterion above mentioned. 

The Medical Committee held that special experience is neces. 
sary in order to obtain the requisite skill, that to be effective 
the treatment involves some risk of burning, and that, while 
no particular skill is required in the actual manipulation of the 
apparatus, a lengthy experience is needed in order to give the 
maximum heat, short of burning, which is necessary for success, 
and also that the treatment necessitates the possession of special 
apparatus with an electrical installation. 

he Insurance Committee contended that the treatment does 
not require skill more than should be expected from an ordinary 
practitioner, that the necessary skill can soon be acquired and 
is not comparable with that required for many operations 
commonly undertaken by panel practitioners, and that the fact 
that the treatment requires special apparatus is not relevant, 
as the same would apply to other services which are admittedly 
within the range of the medical service. 

The Court concluded, not -without some doubt, that this 
service is outside the range of ordinary medical service, and 
its decision was influenced by four main factors: (1) that the 
treatment is not taught or regarded as part of the ordinary 
medical curriculum; (2) that while the actual manipulation of 
the pe is without difficulty, the experience requisite for 
the efficient application of the treatment would not ordinarily be 
obtained by the insurance practitioner; (3) that the time 
involved in giving the treatment is such that not many private 
practitioners would find it worth while to instal the apparatus 
for the treatment of private patients; (4) that the contrary 
conclusion would involve the insurance practitioner in the 
expense of installing the apparatus, and the Court did not 
think that the Acts and Regulations intended to impose on 
panel doctors the burden of undertaking in their insurance 
practice a duty of this kind. aie 

The Court guarded itself against expressing the opinion that 
it would be impossible for general practitioners to attain the 
skill necessary, given the opportunity and willingness to under- 
take the necessary study and expense. The Court added that 
its decisiou involved no reflection on the Insurance Committee in 
raising the issue. 


It is difficult to see how the Court could in fairness have 
arrived at any other decision. Probably not one practi- 
tioner in a hundred has either the time or the apparatus 
to give this treatment personally to his private patients, 
and the profession in general will hardly regard the attempt 
of the Insurance Committee to impose such a burden on 
panel practitioners with the indulgent complaisance ex- 
pressed by the Court. 


Correspondence. 


Hospital Policy. ; 

Srr,—Truly we are out of the frying-pan and into the fire. 
Instead of trying to find common ground, as instructed by the 
Representative Meeting, the Council has now thrown aside all 
pretence, and has proposed resolutions, which, if carried out, 
will change the whole relationship of hospitals to the medical 

rofession and alter the basis upon which medical staffs. have 

een appointed. This is bound to have a far-reaching effect 

upon the hospitals. There is no mandate for this, and the 
returns from hospitals show no justification for this extra- 
ordinary action. hope the Representative Meeting will show 
a proper sense of the way in which it has been treated. 

If these recommendations are carried out a very serious state 
of affairs in the Association will arise. We are constantly 
begged not to adopt policies which the officials cannot carry 
out, and obviously to do this brings discredit and weakness to 
the Association. Yet if the officials try to enforce this policy 
the great majority of the hospital staffs will take no notice, 
and if the medical staffs are pressed in the matter they will 
have no option but to resign from the Association. , 

A small number of influential men are trying to force this 
Association into an untenable position which the Association has 
not asked them to do. One or two general principles in all 
this maze of words have been put to the Representative Body. 
They may be expressed as follows : 


Do you wish the voluntary system to be abandoned? 

Do you wish the medical staffs to be the paid servants of the 

Are you in favour of gradually bringing a State service into 


force? 
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These questions have been answered by an emphatic ‘* No,” 
and yet the Council endorse a policy which assumes that the 
answer was ‘‘ Yes”’ and not ‘‘ No.” My interpretation of the 
wish of the Representative Meeting is that whatever the State 
may do on its own account, the profession wishes to keep the 
system. 

Mr. Harman evidently believes that he can get the best of 
both worlds. He believes in a State-aided system with paid 
management and paid doctors. He believes in an evolution 
which is to be guided carefully and not allowed to work out 
its inevitable end—namely, State hospitals. We all know that 
it is impossible for voluntaryism to exist with State manage- 
ment, State aid, and State control. In any case, to prepare 
for State aid and to kill voluntary hospitals was not heb the 
Hospital Committee was asked to do, and in my opinion it is 
not cricket.’”’—I am, etc., 


Letchworth, June 1st. NormMAN MACFADYEN. 


Free Choice of Doctor for the Destitute Patient. 

Smr,—A motion from the Dartford Division of the British 
Medical Association will be presented at the Annual Repre- 
sentative Meeting at Bradford, seeking support for the extension 
of the principle of free choice of doctor to the destitute (or 
parish) patient. In 1922 the Dartford Division discussed this 
question fully and finally accepted the principle. A deputation 
discussed the matter with the Dartford Board of Guardians, 
who accepted the proposition that parish patients should have 
free choice of doctor from a list of general practitioners in 
the union, reasonable consideration as regards distance and 
terms of payment being agreed upon, on the national insurance 
capitation fee basis, with a variation to deal with temporary cases. 
The Ministry of Health has not yet sanctioned the scheme 
being put in operation. A recent Dartford Divisional meeting 
thought that the extension of the principle of free choice of 
doctor by y and patient by doctor, so dear to the vast 
majority of the public and the profession and so welded to 
the policy of the Association, must receive the support of the 
Annual Representative Meeting and so thereby more readily 
obtain the sanction of the Ministry of Health. The lateness 
of sending in this motion prevents its being discussed at other 
Divisional meetings, and publicity for the motion is sought 
through the JouRNAL. The advantages and disadvantages of 
the scheme have been fully considered, and we believe the 
former heavily outweigh the latter. The vested rights of 
Poor Law medical officers have been considered and provided 
for. The ‘proposer of the motion is a district alle officer, 
so is the seconder, and only one district medi-al ofticer opposed 
it (his successor supports it).—I am, etc., . 

M. W. Renton, M.D., 


Dartford, June Ist. Representative, Dartford Division, 


Habal and Military Appointments. 


ROYAL NAVAL MEDICAL SERVICE. 


SurGEON ComMaNDeRS G. D. WaLsH to the Calcutta as Squadron Medical 
Officer; C. J. Aveling to the Philomel; G. D. Macintosh to the Vernon. 
Surgeon Lieutenant L. F. Wallace to the Defiance. 
Mr. J. H. Laydon has entered as Surgeon Lieutenant and has been 
appointed to R.N. Hospital, Haslar. ‘ 


Royal Naval VOLUNTEER RESERVE. 

Surgeon Lieutenant Commander J. B. Ronaldson to the Calliope for 
twenty-one days’ 

Probationary Surgeon Sublieutenant G. F. S. Parker has been promoted 
to Surgeon Lieutenant. 

The following have entered as Probationary Surgeon Sublieutenants : 
M. O. Pelton and L. P. oe attached to the London Division; C. M. 
Brooks, M. J. Arnott, D. F. Bertram, and R. A. Pallister, attached 
to the Tyne Division. 


ROYAL ARMY MEDICAL CORPS. 
Major C. A. J. A. B. Foote to be Lieutenant-Colonei. 


ROYAL AIR FORCE MEDICAL SERVICE. 

Squadron Leader A. J. O. Wigmore to No. 3 Group Headquarters, 
Spittlegate. 

Flight Lieutenant T. J. D. Atteridge is granted a permanent com- 
mission in the rank stated. ; 

Flight Lieutenants D, G. Boddie to No. 2 Flying Training School, 
Duxford; T. L. F. Harries to No. 58 Squadron, Worthy Down. 

Flying Officers A. Dickson and R. T. F. Grace to Research Laboratory 
and Medical Officers’ School of Instruction on appointment to short- 
service commissions for short course ; D. Gray to R.A.F. Depot on 
transfer to Home Establishment. 


INDIAN MEDICAL SERVICE. 
Major H. H. King appointed to officiate as Assistant Director, Central 
Research Institute, Kasauli. 
Major J. A. Sinton appointed to officiate as Assistant Director, Central 
Research Institute, Kasauli, vice Lieut.-Colonel S. R. Christophers, C.I.E., 


0.B.E., detailed for research work under the Indian Research Fund 
Association. 

The services of Captain C. J. Lodge-Patch, M.C., are placed permanentiy 
at the disposal of the Government of the Punjab, with effect from the 
date on which he is confirmed as Superintendent of the Punjab Lunatic 
Asyium, Lahore. 

Captain (now Major) R. de S. B. Herrick, D.S.0., to be actin 
while holding an appointment as Deputy_Assistant Director of 
Services (from September 13th to October 31st, 1919). ‘ 

Lieutenant I. C. Robertson, M.C., has resigned the service. 

The services of Major W. C. Paton, M.C., are placed permanently at 
the disposal of the Government of Madras. s 

Major H. E. Shortt is granted leave on average pay for six months, 
with effect from March 15th, 1924, or the subsequent date on which he 
avails himself of it. : 

Colonel Richard Heard, M.D., K.H.S., to be Major-General, vice Major- 
General B. H. Deare, C.1.E., K.H.S., retired. ; 

Lieut.-Colonel E. F. E. Baines, D.8.0., to be Colonel, vice Colonel Bhola 
Nauth, C.LE., K.H.P., retired. 

To be Captain: M. P. Atkinson. ° 

To be Lieutenants: W. Lawie, R. Linton, E. G. Michelson, H. W. 
= G. J. Joyce, J. D. O'Neill, M. F. D. Graham, T. J. Davidson, 
A. Tait. 


Major 
edical 


TERRITORIAL ARMY. 
RoyaL ARMY MEDICAL Coris. 

Lieut.-Colonel A. W. Moore, 0.B.E., from General Hospital List (Super- 
numerary), to be Lieutenant-Colonel, with precedence as from June Ist, 
1921, and to command the 48th (1st Southern) Casualty Clearing Station. 

Captain E. S, Stork, D.S.0., having attained tie age limit, is retired, 
and retains the rank of Captain. 

Captains R. B. Smith and W. S. Forbes resign their commissions and 
retain the rank of Captain. 

To be Lieutenants: Second Lieutenant B. G. Thompson, from General 
List, T.A.; A. M. Cooke. 

Supernumerary for Service with O.7.C.—Captain (local Major) C. H. 
Budd, M.C., to be Major. 


COLONIAL MEDICAL SERVICES. 
Dr. E. H. Tipper, Senior Medical Officer, Nigerian Service, retired on 
nsion. Dr. Marie Cassady appointed Deputy Health Officer and Deputy 
jisiting Officer for Kingston, Jamaica, 


VACANCIES. 


AccrinGTon: Vicror14 HospitaL.—House-Surgeon. Salary at the rate of 
£150 per annum. 

ASHTON-UNDER-LyNE District INFIRMARY.—Male House-Surgeon. Salary at 
the rate of £150 per annum 

Banamas.—Bacteriologist and Assistant Medical Officer of Health. Salary 
£600 per annum. 

BarRBaDos GENERAL HospPitaL.—Resident Surgeon (male). 
annum and temporary war bonus of 10 per cent. 

BristoL GENERAL HospitaL.—Honorary Clinical Assistants. 

BristoL. RoyaL INFiRMiRy.—(1) Honorary Physician. 
Assistant Physician. 

CANTERBURY : KENT AND CANTERBURY HosPiTaL.—Resident Medical Officer. 
Salary £175 per annum. 

City or LONDON Maternity Hospitat, City Road, E.C.1.—Resident Medical 
Officer. Salary at the rate of £100 per annum, 

DersBysHIRE County Councit.—Locumtenent Tuberculosis Officer. Re- 
muneration at the rate of £700 per annum. 

DoncasTeR RoyaL INFIRMARY.—-Junior House-Surgeon (male). Salary £150 
per annum. 

Town Covncit.—Senior Resident Medical Officer at the King’s 
Cross Infectious Diseases Hospital. Salary £350 per annum, rising to 
£400. 

EGYPTIAN GOVERNMENT SCHOOL OF MEDICINE.—Professor of Biology. Pay 
£E.900 to £E,1,400. 

ENFIELD : Wark MeMoRIAL HospitaL.—Honorary Radiologist. 

HAMPSTEAD GENERAL AND NoRTH-West Lonpon HospitaL, N.W.3.—(1) Casualty 
Medical Officer. (2) Casualty Surgical Officer. (3) House-Physician. 
(4) House-Surgeon. Salary at the rate of £100 per annum each. 

HARROGATE INFIRMiRY.—House-Surgeon (male). Salary £150 per annum. 

Honc-KonG GOVERNMENT.—Two Medical Officers and one Assistant Port 
Health Officer. Salary £60) per annum, rising to £1,000. 

LAMBETH BOARD OF GUARDIANS.—Male Junior Assistant Medical Officer for 
the Parish Hospital. Salary £200 per annum. 

Lonpon HospitaL, E.1.—First Assistant to each of the four Medical 
“Firms.” Salary £400 per annum. 

Lonpon Lock HospitaL, Dean Street, W.1.—Clinical Assistantships in the 
Out-patients’ Department. 

LONDON TEMPERANCE HospitaL, Hampstead Road, N.W.1.—Resident Medical 
Officer. Honorarium £200 per annum. 

Lonpon UNIversity.—University Chair of Medicine tenable at the London 
Hospital Medical College. Salary £2,000 per annum. 

NATIONAL HOSPITAL FOR THE PARALYSED AND EPILEPTIC, Queen Square, W.C.1. 
—()) Assistant Pathologist. (2) Resident Medical Officer. Salary £250 
and £200 per annum respectively. 

NEWCASTLE-UPON-TYNE: Princess Marky Maternity Hospitat.—Assistant 
Resident Medical Officer. Salary at the rate of £40 per annum as 
Assistant R.M.O., and £80 per annum as Senior R&.M.O. 

NorrmnGHaM GENERAL HosprtaL.—(1) House-Physician. (2) House-Su n. 
(3) House-Surgeon for Ear, Nose, and Throat Department. Seery os 
the rate of £150-per annum each. 

Queen Mary’s HospPitaL FOR THE East END, Stratford, E.15.—(1) House- 
Physician. (2) Two House-Surgeons. bstetric House-Surgeon. 
(4) House-Physician and Casualty Officer. (5) Honorary Assistant 
Physician. 

Royal NorTHERN Hospital, Holloway, N.7.—Anaesthetist. Honorarium 
£10 10s. per annum. 

St. MARYLEBONE HospiTaL, Ladbroke Grove, W.10.—Third Assistant Medical 
Officer (male). Salary £300 per annum. —_ 

SeiMEN’s HospitaL Society, Greenwich, S.E.—House-Surgeon and Houre- 
Physician at the Dreadnought Hospital. Salary at the rate of £ 
per annum and a proportion of fees. 


Salary £200 per 


(2) Honorary 
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= 
SHEFFIELD Royal InriRMary.—{1) House-Surgeon. (2) Assistant Casualty | NATIONAL HosPITAL FOR THE PARALYSED AND EPILEPTIC, Queen Square 

Officer. (5) Ear, Nose, and Throat House-Surgeon. (4) Ophthalmic —Tues., Thurs., Fri., 2 p.m., Out-patient Clinics ton Sto woe 

House-Surgeon. Salary £60 per annum each. Thurs., 12 noon, Anatomy 

hysiology of e Nervous System; 3.30 p.m., Radiology in. Nery 

Assistant Medical Diseases. Fri., 3.30 p.m., Tumours in the Ponto-cerebellar Angle. 
Stroup GeneRaL HospitaL.—House-Surgeon. Salary £150 per annum. Research, Paddington, 
Wetsu NationaL ScHoot or Mepicine, Cardift.—Lecturer in Special Sense 


Physiology. Salary £750 per annum. SoutH-West LonDON Post-GRADUATE ASSOCIATION, St. James’s Hospi 


Ousel 
alary £220 per annum. W.C.1.—Wed., 5.30 p.m., Hysteria. 


West Lonpon HospitaL, Hammersmith Road, W.6.—(1) House-Physician. ram 
(2) House-Surgeon. (3) Aural House-Surgeon ‘asualty | UNiIversitry CoLLeGe Hospital MEDICAL W.C.1.—Thurs., 5 
Officer. Males. Salary at the rate of £100 per annum each. Geoffrey E. Duveen Lecture in Otology : Middle-Ear Diseases. 
West Lonpon Post-Grapuate CoLtece, Hammersmith, W.—Tues., 12 noon, = 
This list of vacancics is compiled from our advertisement columns, Chest Cases. , Wed., 12.15 p.m., Medical Pathology. Thurs., 11 a.m., 
ynaecological Demonstration. Fri., 12 noon, Surgical Pathology. 
where full particulars will be found. To ensure notice in this Sat., 10 a.m., Medical Diseases of Children. Daily 10 a.m. to 6 pan, 
column-advertisements must be received not later than the first Sat. 10 a.m. to 1 p.m., In- and Out-patients, Operations, Special 
‘post on Tuesday morning. Departments. 
BristoL UNiversity.—At Hereford General Hospital: Wed., 3.30 p.m, 
Blood, Digestion, and Excretion in Ailing Children, 
: on., Children’s Hospital : ical Cases. Tues., Southern Hospital: 
APPOINTMENTS. Injuries of Forearm, Wrist, and | Hand. Wed.’ Northern | Hospital : 
aundice. urs. nley Hospital: Acidosis. Fri. yal Infirmary: 
Welle. D.P.H., Assistant Medical Officer, Electrocardiograph A 
NOTTINGHAM DivisION, BRITISH MEDICAL ASSOCIATION, Nottingham General 
MacDonaLp, Ranald, M.D.Edin., D.P.M.Camb., Medical Superintendent, tal 
Coton Hill Mental Hospital, Stafford,’ vice R. . Hewson, Hospital.—Fri., 3 p.m., A Medical Subject. 
L.R.C.P. and S.Edin. 
Wueeter, D. R., M.B.,F.R.C.S., Throat Surgeon, North Middlesex Hospital. 
KinG’s Hospitat.—Medical Tutor and Junior Physician: C. F. T. eae 
Fast, BM., B.Ch.Oxon., M.R.C.P Lond. Sambrooke eset Registrar : British Medical Association. 
J. L. Livingstone, M.B., B.S.Lond. Second Casualty cer: A. C. T. 
Perkins, M-R.C.S., L.RC.P. House Anaesthetist: 8. Townsend, OFFICES AND LIBRARY, 429, STRAND, LONDON, W.C.8. 
-B., B.Ch. House-Physicians: F. Brockington, M.B., B.S., Miss A. B. Fe Len ™ 
Smith, M.B., B.S., W. P. H. Sheldon, M.R.C.S., 1..R.C.P. (Children and 
Neurology and Surgeon to Ophthalmic Department). House-Surgeons : Tue Reaping Room, in which books of reference, periodicals, and J 
F. 0. T. Strange, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., A. C. Sommerville, M.R.C.S., standard works can be consulted, is open to members from 
L.R.C.P., P. Connan, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., G. L. S. Kohnstam, M.R.C.S., 10 a.m. to 6.30 p.m., Saturdays 10 to 2. 
L.R.C.P. (Urological Department and Assistant House Anaesthetist), Lenpinc Ligrary: Members are entitled to borrow books, 
Officer), Miss M. MRCS. (Obstettic), including current medical works; they will be forwarded if 
. M. Acheson, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. (Aural and Throat Departments), desired, on application to the Librarian, accompanied by 6d. j 
J. C. Crossley, L.D.S. (Dental Department). Resident Radiologist: for each volume for postage and packing. r 
E. H. P. Cave, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. ( 
LEIcesTeR ROYAL INFIRMARY.—Honorary Physician: J. D. Slight, M.D.Edin Peyercennre 
vies T. V. Crosby, M.D.Lond., ceslgaed.” Monetery Assistant Physician : SUBSCRIPTIONS AND ADVERTISEMENTS (Financial Secretary and Business r 
Ronald McDonald Cairns, M.D.Edin Manager. ‘Telegrams: Articulate Westrand, London). 
MEDICAL (Telegrams : Medisecra Westrand, London). 
Epitor, British Medical Journal (Telegrams: Aitiology Westrand, ( 


MANCHESTER ROyAL INFIRMARY.—House-Physicians: T. Peirson, M.R.C.S., 
.R. M. Roberts, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. Clinical Assistant: Miss 


.C.P.; W. ndon). 
. M. Wilde, M.B., Ch.B.Manch. Selaphens number for all departments: Gerrard 2630 (3 lines). 


Sr. THomas’s HosptraL.—Consulting Ophthalmic Surgeon: J. H. Fisher 
M.B. B.S. Ophthalmic Surgeon Husson, M.D., B.Ch. ScottisH MeptcaL SecretaRy: 6, Rutland Square, Edinburgh. (Tele 
Ophthalmic Surgeon in charge of Out-patients: P. G. Doyne, M.B., grams: Associate, Edinburgh. Tel. : 4361 Central.) : 
B.Ch. Physician in charge of Out-patients: O. L. V. 8S. de Wesselow, inisH MepicaL SECRETARY: 16, South Frederick Street, Dublin. (Tele 
cer in charge of Psycho-therapeutic Department: Dallas Ross, M.B. 
B.Ch. Officer ft charge of X-rays Department: Geoffrey Fildes, M.B., Diary of the Association, 


Ch.B. Obstetric House-Physicians : (Senior) A. L. Crockford, M.C., M.B., JUNE. 
B.Ch.Cantab. ; (Junior) S. A. R. Chadwick, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. Clinical 10 Tues. City Division: Annual Meeting, Metropolitan Hospital, Kings 
Assistants: (Throat) M. W. P. Hudson, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., R. 8. Starkey, land Road, 9.30 p.m. . 
M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.; (Skin) A, L. te W. Naude, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.; (Ear) West Suffolk Division: West Suffolk General Hospital. 
P.; (Children’s Wed. London: Council, 10 a.m. 
Medical) R. D, Alexander, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., A, F. = Darlington, | 12 Thurs. London: Rural Practitioners’ Subcommittée, 2.30 p.m 


: M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., E. G. Morris, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., E. R. Weaver- | 17 Tues. North Staffordshire Division: North Stativurd Hotel, Stoke, 
Adams, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.; (Tuberculosis Department) A. M. Cooke, 3.20 p.m. ; 
M.B., B.Ch.Oxon., M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.; (Orthopaedic) A. L. Lankester, 18 Wed. Willesden Division: Willesden General Hospital, 9 p.m. ; 
MLR.C.S., L.R.C.P., W. W. McLean, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P.; (Electro- | 20 Fri. | Mid-Cheshire Division: Altrincham Hospital. B.M.A. Lecture 


cardiograph) J. We Doggart, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. : (¥-ray OMY by Dr. Geoffrey Evans: The Essential Signs of Arterio- 
W. W. McLean, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., D. V. Davies, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. ; Sclerotic Disease, 8.30 p.m. 
a ory, G. Hochschild, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P., R. S. Starkey, M.R.C.S., | 25 Wed. Bath and Bristol Branch: Annual Meeting. Presidential 


-P.; (Mental Diseases) M. A. B. Brito-Mutunayagam, M.R.C.S., Address by Dr. H. C. Bristowe on the Psychology of Mental 
“L.R.C.P.; (Electro-therapeutic) P. Bauwens, M.R.C.S., L.R.C.P. A Deficients. 
number of other gentlemen have received an extension of their Edinburgh Branch: Annual Moring, West Linton. Luncheon, 
appointments. 12.30 p.m. Golf, tennis, ete., 120 p.m. Tea, 4.30 p.m, 


Business Meeting, 5 p.m. 


CertiryInGc Factory Surceons.—E. C. T. Clouston, L.M.S.S.A., for the litan Counties Branch: Annual Meeting, 429, Strand, 


Lavenham District, co. Suffolk J. Jones, Ch.B.Edin., for the 27 Fri. 

idwelly District, co. Carmarthen; J. MaJcolm, M.B., C.M. rd., for ivi 
the Kenmay District, co. Aberdeen; W. D. Sutheriand, M.B.Glas., for | 2 Sat. 
the Burghead District, co. Meray, Luncheon at conclusion of meeting. 


JULY. 
hurs. South Midland Branch: Annual Meeting, Hind Hotel, Welling: 
sae peconah. B.M.A. Lecture on Encephalitis Lethargica by Dr. 


DIARY OF SOCIETIES AND LECTURES, C. M. Hinds Howell, 2.30 p.m. 


Roya. Society OF MeDICcINE.—Section of Fri., 8 p.m., Cases. 

ation o iott’s scotometer. Paper:—-Dr. G. Riddoch an ©. 

Goulden: The Relationship betwetn Subarachnoid and Intraocular BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
Haemorrhage. The charge for inserting announcements of Births, Marriages, and 

Lonpon DerMaAToLocicaL Society, St. John’s Hospital, Leicester Square ; ; i he notice 
420 Annusl Oration Profersor Oppenheim Deaths is 9s., which sum should be forwarded with t 
(Vienna): Affections of the Skin caused by Occupation and Profession ; not latcr than the first post on Tuesday morning, in 
illustrated by lantern slides in colour. . ensure insertion in the current issue. 

POST-GRADUATE COURSES AND LECTURES. : DEATHS. 

FELLOWSHIP OF MEDICINE AND Post-GRADUATE ‘MEDICAL - ASSOCIATION, | CAMPBELL.—At Westbreak, Kilmacolm, Renfrewshire, on May 26th, wie 
1, Wimpole Street, W.1.—Chelsea Hospital: Daily Operations, etc. Tues., Campbell, M.D. (Univ. Glas.), late of Springburn, Glasgow, and son 
p.m., of. the. 9.20 Gonorrhoea in the late William Campbell, Trudernish, Islay, Argyllshire. 

5 pm, Ovarian Cysts. Bet. a.m., Pathological —At Standish House, Stonehouse, Gloucestershire, on May 29th, 

Demonstrations. London ‘School of Tropical Medicine: Tues. and Thurs., | DICKSO8.—At Standis kson 
at 2 p.m., Demonstrations on Diseases. Maudsley Hospital Arnott, only son of De : 
Wed., 2.30 p.m., States of Mania and Depression. St. John’s Hospital th. on 
for Diseases of the Skin: Clinical Demonstrations daily (except Bat.) Forpes.—Fraser Forbes, C.B.E., F.R.C.S., of 5, The Circus, Bath, © 
at 2and6 p.m. Thurs., 5 p.m., Lichenification. May 28th, after five months’ illness (pyemia), aged 553. . 

Hospitat ror Sick CHILDREN, Great Ormond Street, W.C.1.—Thurs. J Hows.—On May 22nd, at 94, Stephenson Terrace, Preston, Joseph Duncan 

Infant Feeding. pm, | Howe, MLR.CS, LS.A., husband of Helen Mary Alga Howe. 
* Printed and published by the British Medical Association, at their Office, No, 429, Strand, in the Parish of St. Martin-in-the-Fields, in the County of London. 


